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1.1. Notes on Arabia, June 1907  
 This is one of three publications (See Appendices 1.2 and 1.3) providing historical 
accounts were prepared for official use by British institutions such as the Foreign 
Office or the War Office early last century. Their significance is in the information 
they contain about the status of Asir prior to the Great War of 1914-1918. These 
documents are especially crucial in the context of the then-existing uncertainty about 
the status of this district in the 1920s and 1930s.  
‘Notes on Arabia’ was compiled in the General Staff, War Office, June 1907 (FO 
371/353, TNA, London).  
This document confirms that, since 1872, the Vilayet  of Yemen had been divided by 
the Ottomans for administrative purposes into four district-based regions: Sana’a (as 
the capital), Ta‘izz, Asir and Al-Hudaydah. These districts are referred to by different 
terms in Turkish and Arabic. The districts were sometimes called mutasarrifiyah or a 
sonjok and a qa’immaqamiyah, and were each headed by a mutasarrif. It must be 
noted that these were the Turkish terms, while in Arabic the corresponding term liwā 
was used. Indeed, in today’s Yemen the term liwā refers to a muhafadhah 
(governorate).  




Figure ‎1.1.1 Notes on Arabia, June 1907 
 




Figure ‎1.1.2 Notes on Arabia, June 1907 
 




Figure ‎1.1.3 Notes on Arabia, June 1907 
 




Figure ‎1.1.4 Notes on Arabia, June 1907 
 




Figure ‎1.1.5 Notes on Arabia, June 1907 
 




Figure ‎1.1.6 Notes on Arabia, June 1907 
 




Figure ‎1.1.7 Notes on Arabia, June 1907 
 




Figure ‎1.1.8 Notes on Arabia, June 1907 
 




Figure ‎1.1.9 Notes on Arabia, June 1907 
 




Figure ‎1.1.10 Notes on Arabia, June 1907 
 




Figure ‎1.1.11 Notes on Arabia, June 1907 
 




Figure ‎1.1.12 Notes on Arabia, June 1907 
 




Figure ‎1.1.13 Notes on Arabia, June 1907 
 




Figure ‎1.1.14 Notes on Arabia, June 1907 
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1.2. Handbook of Asir 
A Historical account of Asir, prepared by the Arab Bureau, Cairo, 1 June 1916 (WO 
106 5981, TNA, London). 
This document confirms that the Vilayet  of Yemen since 1872 was divided by the 
Ottomans for administrative purposes into four district-based regions, largely: Sana’a 
(as the capital), Ta‘izz, Asir and Al-Hudaydah. Subsequently, the Ottomans’ 
sovereignty over Asir was questioned. However, although it was evident that the Porte 
had failed to expand its authority over the whole district, there is no mention that Asir 
had in fact been detached from the Vilayet  of Yemen.    




Figure ‎1.2.1 Handbook of Asir 
 
 




Figure ‎1.2.2 Handbook of Asir 
 




Figure ‎1.2.3 Handbook of Asir 
 




Figure ‎1.2.4 Handbook of Asir 
 




Figure ‎1.2.5 Handbook of Asir 
 




Figure ‎1.2.6 Handbook of Asir 
 
 




Figure ‎1.2.7 Handbook of Asir 
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1.3. Handbook of Yemen 
Historical account of Yemen, prepared by the Arab Bureau, Cairo, 15 January 1917 
(WO 106/5977, TNA, London).  
Similarly to the Handbook of Asir, the division of the Vilayet  of Yemen is confirmed 
with Asir as the fourth sonjok.  




Figure ‎1.3.1 Handbook of Yemen 
 
 




Figure ‎1.3.2 Handbook of Yemen 
 




Figure ‎1.3.3 Handbook of Yemen 
 




Figure ‎1.3.4 Handbook of Yemen 
 




Figure ‎1.3.5 Handbook of Yemen 
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1.4. The administrative division of the Vilayet  of Yemen (1914-
1918) 
This is an extract from a chronicle of the administrative division of the Ottoman 
Empire during the years 1914-1918. In the Arabian Peninsula, the Vilayet  of Yemen 
is shown to be continued over the same geographic entity, with Asir as part of it. 
According to the map (see Figure 1-7) the Vilayet  of Yemen was bounded to the north 
by the Vilayet  of Al-Ḥijāz. This document is available through the tarih ve medeniyet 
[history and civilisation] Web site.  
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Figure ‎ 1.4.1 The administrative division of the Vilayet  of Yemen (1914-1918) 
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1.5. British Policy in Yemen  
Imam Yahya’ position and ability to extend his authority over the entire country as a 
successor to the Ottomans was not an easy task. The greatest challenge the Imam 
confronted was the enmity with Britain at the time in South Yemen. These represent a 
number of selected official documents concerning key highlights of British policy in 
Yemen. For instance, Britain established special treaty relations with most of the tribes 
of South-West Arabia to prevent any other colonial or domestic power from 
expanding into such locations. For that reason, London provided those who had signed 
treaties with it with recognition as independent rulers. This approach was prevalent in 
Britain’s dealings with overlords of the hinterlands of the coastal towns, from Aden in 
the southwest to Kuwait in the northeast.  
1.5.1. British Policy in the Yemen 
‘British Policy in the Yemen’ by Major General G. J. Younghusband and Lieutenant 
Colonel H. F. Jacob, 23 September 1915 (L/P&S, 18/ B 216, IOR, London).  
 
 




Figure ‎1.5.1.1 British Policy in Yemen 
 




Figure ‎1.5.1.2 British Policy in Yemen 




Figure ‎1.5.1.3 British Policy in Yemen 
 




Figure ‎1.5.1.4 British Policy in Yemen 
 




Figure ‎1.5.1.5 British Policy in Yemen 
 




Figure ‎1.5.1.6 British Policy in Yemen 
 




Figure ‎1.5.1.7 British Policy in Yemen 




Figure ‎1.5.1.8 British Policy in Yemen 
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1.5.2. Note on the political situation in the Protectorate’s Hinterland 
William C. Walton, Acting Political Resident, Aden, to the Secretary to Government, 
Political Department, Bombay, ‘Note on the present political situation in our 
Hinterland and beyond the Border’, 14 March 1916 (L/P&S, 18/ B 227, IOR, London).  




Figure ‎1.5.2.1 Note on the political situation in the Protectorate’s Hinterland 
 




Figure ‎1.5.2.2 Note on the political situation in the Protectorate’s Hinterland 
 




Figure ‎1.5.2.3 Note on the political situation in the Protectorate’s Hinterland 
 




Figure ‎1.5.2.4 Note on the political situation in the Protectorate’s Hinterland 
 




Figure ‎1.5.2.5 Note on the political situation in the Protectorate’s Hinterland 
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1.5.3. The Aden Protectorate  
William C. Walton, the General Officer Commanding Aden, to the Secretary to 
Government of India in the Foreign Department - Notes by Colonel R.A. Wauhope 
and Lieutenant Colonel Jacob, 15 May 1916 (L/P&S, 18/ B 231, IOR, London).  




Figure ‎1.5.3.1 The Aden Protectorate 
 




Figure ‎1.5.3.2 The Aden Protectorate 
 




Figure ‎1.5.3.3 The Aden Protectorate 
 




Figure ‎1.5.3.4 The Aden Protectorate 
 




Figure ‎1.5.3.5 The Aden Protectorate 
 




Figure ‎1.5.3.6 The Aden Protectorate 
 




Figure ‎1.5.3.7 The Aden Protectorate 
 




Figure ‎1.5.3.8 The Aden Protectorate 
 




Figure ‎1.5.3.9 The Aden Protectorate 
 




Figure ‎1.5.3.10 The Aden Protectorate 
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1.5.4. Note on the political situation in the Hinterland 
 
Note on the ‘political situation in the Hinterland’, Political department, India Office, 
25 August 1917 (L/P&S, 18/ B 264, IOR, London). 




Figure ‎1.5.4.1 Note on the political situation in the Hinterland 
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1.5.5. Al-Idrisi to General Stewart, Political Resident, Aden 
 
Letter from Al-Idrisi to General Stewart, the Political Resident, Aden, 12 May 1919 
(Schofield, 1993: Vol.4.p. 265). Al-Idrisi’s dependence on British subsidies and 
support was crucial.    




Figure ‎1.5.5.1 Al-Idrisi to General Stewart, Political Resident, Aden 
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1.5.6. Example of correspondence between Al-Idrisi and Yemeni tribes 
Letter to Al-Idrisi from the chiefs of Bait Al-Fakaih, located to the south of Al-
Hudaydah, west of Yemen (Schofield, 1993: Vol.4. pp. 267-268). Al-Idrisi was able to 
attract tribes from deep within Yemen.   




Figure ‎1.5.6.1 Example of correspondence between Al-Idrisi and Yemeni tribes 
 




Figure ‎1.5.6.2 Example of correspondence between Al-Idrisi and Yemeni tribes 
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1.5.7. On Lieutenant Colonel Jacob’s mission to the Imam      
Summary of events leading up to the despatch of a mission under Lieutenant Colonel   
Jacob to the Imam of Yemen, 27 January 1920, FO 406/43, TNA, London. 




Figure ‎1.5.7.1 On Lieutenant Colonel Jacob’s mission to the Imam 
 




Figure ‎1.5.7.2 On Lieutenant Colonel Jacob’s mission to the Imam 
 




Figure ‎1.5.7.3 On Lieutenant Colonel Jacob’s mission to the Imam 




Figure ‎1.5.7.4 On Lieutenant Colonel Jacob’s mission to the Imam 
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1.5.8. Negotiations with the Imam 
Despatch from the Political Resident, Aden, to the Secretary of State for the Colonies, 
15 April 1922 (Schofield, 1993: Vol.4. pp. 469-471). Al-Idrisi’s role as proxy was 
needed. Britain was also aware of Al-Idrisi-Saudi contacts and possibly their 
agreement of 1920.     




Figure ‎1.5.8.1 Negotiations with the Imam 
 




Figure ‎1.5.8.2 Negotiations with the Imam 
 




Figure ‎1.5.8.3 Negotiations with the Imam 
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1.5.9. Britain recognised 23 independent states in South Yemen 
Memorandum by the Minister of State for Colonial Affairs, attached with a note on the 
‘Legal Position of Her Majesty’s Government in the Aden Protectorate’. It confirms 
that the “Western and Eastern Aden Protectorates [were] made up of twenty-three 
States (eighteen in the West and five in the East), which [were] separate and 
independent of each other and other Powers” (14 April 1952, CAB 129/92, TNA, 
London). 




Figure ‎1.5.9.1 Britain recognises 23 independent states in South Yemen 
 




Figure ‎1.5.9.2 Britain recognises 23 independent states in South Yemen 




Figure ‎1.5.9.3 Britain recognises 23 independent states in South Yemen 
 




Figure ‎1.5.9.4 Britain recognises 23 independent states in South Yemen 
 




Figure ‎1.5.9.5 Britain recognises 23 independent states in South Yemen 
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1.6. Subsidies to Arab Rulers   
Ibn Saud and Al-Idrisi were among the Arab leaders who received considerable 
political, financial and military support from Britain, because of their alliance with 
London against Turkey during the Great War. Imam Yahya, however, rejected any 
subsidies. The issue of Subsidies would become a pressing question in London in the 
1920s, but the selection of reports and memorandums presented here represents 
examples of British commitments to Arab rulers. The aim of presenting this selection is 
to provide an indication of British colonial policy and the situation prevalent in the 
Arabian Peninsula during the post-Great War. This policy was considered by this thesis 
to be a factor that affected Imam Yahya’s position substantially, especially when 
compared to the benefits secured by his enemies. This context will be illustrated 
further, using relevant evidence, in Chapter 2.  
 
1.6.1. Arabia: Subsides to the Rulers 
 
Subsidies to the rulers, 1915 (L/P&S, 18/B 376, IOR, London).  




Figure ‎1.6.1.1  Arabia: Subsides to the Rulers 
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1.6.2. FO Memorandum on the Subsidies to Kings Hussein and Ibn Saud 
FO Memorandum on British Subsidies to Kings Hussein and Ibn Saud; presented to the 
British Government on 13 July 1920 (CAB 24/109. TNA, London).  




Figure ‎1.6.2.1 FO Memorandum on the Subsidies to Kings Hussein and Ibn Saud 
 




Figure ‎1.6.2.2 FO Memorandum on the Subsidies to Kings Hussein and Ibn Saud 
 




Figure ‎1.6.2.3 FO Memorandum on the Subsidies to Kings Hussein and Ibn Saud 
 




Figure ‎1.6.2.4 FO Memorandum on the Subsidies to Kings Hussein and Ibn Saud 
 




Figure ‎1.6.2.5 FO Memorandum on the Subsidies to Kings Hussein and Ibn Saud 
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1.6.3. Arabia: Questions of Future Policy  
Arabia, Questions of Future Policy, Subsidies to the Chiefs: ‘Notes by Political 
Department, India Office, 29 October 1920 (L/P&S, 18/ B 353, IOR, London).  




Figure ‎1.6.3.1 Arabia: Questions of Future Policy 
 




Figure ‎1.6.3.2 Arabia: Questions of Future Policy 
 




Figure ‎1.6.3.3 Arabia: Questions of Future Policy 
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1.6.4. Memorandum by Colonel Cornwallis on Future Policy 
‘Memorandum by Colonel Cornwallis on the Future Policy of His Majesty’s with 
Regards to Subsidies to Chiefs of the Arabian Peninsula’, 16 December 1920, FO 
371/6238, TNA, London. 




Figure ‎1.6.4.1 Memorandum by Colonel Cornwallis on Future Policy 
 




Figure ‎1.6.4.2 Memorandum by Colonel Cornwallis on Future Policy 
 




Figure ‎1.6.4.3 Memorandum by Colonel Cornwallis on Future Policy 
 




Figure ‎1.6.4.4 Memorandum by Colonel Cornwallis on Future Policy 
 




Figure ‎1.6.4. ‎1.6.5 Memorandum by Colonel Cornwallis on Future Policy 
 




Figure ‎1.6.4. ‎1.6.6 Memorandum by Colonel Cornwallis on Future Policy 
 




Figure ‎1.6.4. ‎1.6.7 Memorandum by Colonel Cornwallis on Future Policy 
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2.1. Proposal for the division of the Vilayet  of Yemen into four 
districts (1899) 
This is one of the early Ottoman proposals in response to difficulties arising in Yemen 
‘the Yemeni Question’ (willayahs), 28 August 1899. 
107 
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Figure ‎ 2.1.1 Proposal for the division of the Vilayet  of Yemen into four districts (1899) 




2.2. Request to attach qadha Ghāmed, the sonjok of Asir (1889) 
This was a request from the Wali of Yemen, sent on 3 September 1889, for qadha 
Ghāmed, the sonjok of Asir, to be attached to the village of Ṣeaiaʻer (Yemen During 
the Ottoman Times, 2008).  
 
 





Figure ‎2.2.1 Request to attach qadha Ghāmed, the sonjok of Asir (1889) 
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2.3. Kaymakam (Qaim Maqam) Rehmi’s proposed list to effect 
reform 
(Farah, 2002: pp. 292-293) 
 
Figure ‎2.3.1 Kaymakam (Qaim Maqam) Rehmi’s proposed list to effect reform 
 
 
Kaymakam (Qaim Maqam) Rehmi’s proposed list to effect reform 








Figure ‎2.3.2 Kaymakam (Qaim Maqam) Rehmi’s proposed list to effect reform 
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2.4. Recommendations of the commission of inquiry, 7 April 1907 
This was a commission of inquiry headed by Ferik Ferid Pāshā (7 April 1907). Its 
main proposal was to divide the Vilayet  of Yemen into three new administrative 
districts (willayahs): Sana’a, Ta‘izz and Asir (Farah, 2002: pp. 293-294). 





Figure ‎2.4.1 Recommendations of the commission of inquiry, 7 April 1907 
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2.5. Yemeni dignitaries’ visit to Istanbul. 
An invitation was extended for some of the Yemeni dignitaries to visit Istanbul in 1907 
so as to discuss the Yemeni Question (Yemen During the Ottoman Times, 2008).  




Figure ‎2.5.1 Yemeni dignitaries’ visit to Istanbul 
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2.6. The Yemeni delegation leaves Istanbul 
Confirmation of an appointment of the Yemeni delegation with the Sultan prior to its 
return to Yemen, 8 August 1909 (Yemen During the Ottoman Times, 2008).  




Figure ‎2.6.1 The Yemeni delegation leaves Istanbul 
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2.7. Yemeni Proposals for Reform: 
 






Figure ‎2.7.1.1.  Imam Yahya’s second proposal for reform (1907), (Farah, 2002: pp. 294-295) 
 
 




Figure ‎2.7.1. ‎2.7.2 Imam Yahya’s second proposal for reform (1907), (Farah, 2002: pp. 294-295) 
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2.7.2. Efforts of Yemeni deputies in Istanbul according to accounts by the 
Ottoman press(Farah, 2002: pp. 269-270). 
 
Figure ‎2.7.2.1. Efforts of Yemeni deputies in Istanbul according to accounts by the Ottoman press 
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2.8. Recommendations of the Council of the State, 8 December 
1908. 
The recommendations of the Council of the State were to detach the liwā of Asir from 
the administration control of Sana’a and to transform this district into a separate 
Vilayet, December 1908. The proposal was published by the Shura-i-ummat, 3 
December 1908 (Sir Gerard Lowther, the British Ambassador at Constantinople to Sir 
Edward Grey the Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, 8 December 1908, FO 
424/217, TNA, London). Schofield (1993: Vol.3. pp. 674-675). Farah (2002: pp. 261, 
294) 





Figure ‎2.8.1 Recommendations of the Council of the State, 8 December 1908 
 
 





Figure ‎2.8.1 Recommendations of the Council of the State, 8 December 1908 
 
 













2.9. Proposal of the Istanbul Chamber of Deputies, February 
1909.  
Proposal of the Istanbul Chamber of Deputies for the transform to a mutasarrifiyah, 
February 1909 (Farah, 2002: pp. 261, 295-296). 
 
Figure ‎2.9.1 Proposal of the Istanbul Chamber of Deputies, February 1909 
 
 




Figure 2.9.2. Proposal of the Istanbul Chamber of Deputies, February 1909 
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2.10. Request that qadha Abu Arish attached to Asir, 25 August 
1910 
This request from the Vilayet  of Yemen suggests that qadha Abu Arish be detached 
from sonjok of Al-Hudaydah and, instead, be attached to the sonjok of Asir due to its 
close proximity to the latter, 25 August 1910 (Yemen During the Ottoman Times, 
2008: p. 305). 




Figure ‎2.10.1 Request that qadha Abu Arish attached to Asir, 25 August 1910 
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2.11. Treaty of Al-Ḥafāyir was not implemented, 1910.  
The Treaty of Al-Ḥafāyir was a deal proposed to Al-Idrisi by Said Pāshā in 1910 and 
was named after the village where it was concluded. Mistakenly, Al-Shahari (1979: 40-
43) and Abazāh (1975: pp. 205-214) thought that the Porte had approved the 
agreement. Conversely, the Treaty of Al-Ḥafāyir was not implemented. Here Sir 
Gerard Lowther, the British Ambassador at Constantinople confirmed that efforts to 
implement the Treaty of Al-Ḥafāyir ended in failure.  
(Sir Gerard Lowther, the British Ambassador, Constantinople to Sir Edward Grey the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, 25 January 1911, Schofield, 1993: Vol.3. pp. 
691-692).  
 
Figure ‎2.11.1 Treaty of Al-Ḥafāyir, 1910 
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2.12. Indication that Asir remained part of the Vilayet  of Yemen 
G.A. Richardson, the British Vice-Consul at Al-Hudaydah, was reporting on the 
situation “in this vilayet (of Yemen)” where the Porte was confronted with revolts by 
both the Imam “Yahya, in the mountains, and the pretender Seyyid Muhamed 
Elidrisee (Al-Idrisi), in the Tehama (Tihāmah)”. Obviously, the reference was to the 
Vilayet of Yemen; and indicates that the Al-Idrisi revolt was within this administrative 
district i.e. Asir had remained part of it (G.A. Richardson, the British Vice-Consul at 
Al-Hudaydah to Charles M. Marling the British Embassy Constantinople, 13 January 
1911, Schofield, 1993: Vol.3.pp. 692-693).  
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Figure ‎ 2.12.1 Indication that Asir remained part of the Vilayet of Yemen 
Indication that Asir remained part of the Vilayet  of Yemen 
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Figure ‎ 2.12.2 Indication that Asir remained part of the Vilayet of Yemen 
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2.13. Al-Idrisi expresses disappointment 
Al-Idrisi, particularly upon realising that the Treaty of Al-Ḥafāyir with the Ottomans 
was not implemented, expressed deep disappointment both in the form of public 
declarations and in the form of correspondence - for instance, the letter he sent to the 
Minister of Interior (see below) or the letter he sent to Imam Yahya in March 1912. 
Indeed, he had complained that several attempts to reach an agreement had ended in 
failure. 
These texts are important not merely due to the message each of them contained, but 
more crucially for the formulations Al-Idrisi adopted to express his aims, both in terms 
of the geographic context or his political goals. For instance, although Al-Idrisi was 
regarded as the leader of the revolt of Asir against the Turks, where his Ṣabyā 
stronghold was located, and his influence was mainly concentrated over this town and 
its surrounding area, he nonetheless presented himself as having ambitions over the 
entire Vilayet of Yemen and further north into Al-Ḥijāz.  
Such texts provide interesting insights into Al-Idrisi’s ultimate political objectives as 
well as his relations with Imam Yahya. Like the other Arab leaders, Al-Idrisi 
presented himself as having a mission to change the situation in Yemen in general. Al-
Idrisi’s maintained his stance that his revolt was directed against Ottoman control of 
the country. He initially framed his ambitions within the problems and aspirations of 
the wider country, that is, the whole of Yemen. Indeed, it is evident that he was proud 
of being an Arab Muslim and, most importantly, of being a Yemeni. However, there 
were no mentions of Asir as being the aim of his revolt, neither in the letter he sent to 
the Minister of Interior nor in his subsequent declaration. Whenever Asir was 
mentioned this was in a different context, for instance when Al-Idrisi referred to a 
message he had received from the Ottoman commander in Asir, Husayn Effendi. Al-
Idrisi’s ambition to rule over Asir as an independent entity would only become clear in 
the 1920s.  




2.13.1. Al-Idrisi to the Turkish Minister of Interior (27 November 
1910) 
 
A translation of a letter Al-Idrisi sent to the Turkish Minister of Interior, 27 November 
1910. In the letter, Al-Idrisi expresses his disappointment that the agreement 
concluded with the Porte had not been implemented (Schofield, 1993: Vol.3. pp. 690-
691).  




Figure ‎2.13.1.1 Al-Idrisi to the Turkish Minister of Interior (27 November 1910 
 




Figure ‎2.133.1.2 Al-Idrisi to the Turkish Minister of Interior (27 November 1910 
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2.13.2. Public declaration widely distributed by Al-Idrisi in Yemen and abroad 
 
This declaration was issued in the form of a letter from Al-Idrisi to an unnamed friend 
in Egypt. The text, however, was classified as a Bayan [public declaration]. It was 
distributed publicly in Yemen and abroad on 25 March 1912.  
Here Al-Idrisi himself confirmed that the Treaty of Al-Ḥafāyir was not ratified. He 
stated clearly, in this statement, that the agreement he concluded with Said Pāshā was 
not ratified by the Porte.   
The texts of both the Arabic and the English translation are taken from (Bang, 1996). 
It is also available in (Abazāh, 1975: pp. 466-474).  




Figure ‎2.13.2.1 Public declaration widely distributed by Al-Idrisi in Yemen and abroad 
 




Figure ‎2.133.2.2 Public declaration widely distributed by Al-Idrisi in Yemen and abroad 
 




Figure ‎2.133.2.3 Public declaration widely distributed by Al-Idrisi in Yemen and abroad 
 




Figure 2.13.2.4 Public declaration widely distributed by Al-Idrisi in Yemen and abroad 
 




Figure ‎2.13.2.5 Public declaration widely distributed by Al-Idrisi in Yemen and abroad 
 
 




Figure 2.13.2.6 Public declaration widely distributed by Al-Idrisi in Yemen and abroad 
 




Figure 2.13.2.7 Public declaration widely distributed by Al-Idrisi in Yemen and abroad 




Figure 2.13.2.8 Public declaration widely distributed by Al-Idrisi in Yemen and abroad 




Figure 2.13.2.9 Public declaration widely distributed by Al-Idrisi in Yemen and abroad 
 




Figure 2.13.2.10 Public declaration widely distributed by Al-Idrisi in Yemen and abroad 
 




Figure 2.13.2.11 Public declaration widely distributed by Al-Idrisi in Yemen and abroad 
 




Figure 2.13.2.12 Public declaration widely distributed by Al-Idrisi in Yemen and abroad 
 




Figure 2.13.2.13 Public declaration widely distributed by Al-Idrisi in Yemen and abroad 
 




Figure 2.13.2.14 Public declaration widely distributed by Al-Idrisi in Yemen and abroad 
 




Figure 2.13.2.15 Public declaration widely distributed by Al-Idrisi in Yemen and abroad 
 




Figure 2.13.2.16 Public declaration widely distributed by Al-Idrisi in Yemen and abroad 
 




Figure 2.13.2.17 Public declaration widely distributed by Al-Idrisi in Yemen and abroad 
 




Figure 2.13.2.18 Public declaration widely distributed by Al-Idrisi in Yemen and abroad 
 




Figure 2.13.2.19 Public declaration widely distributed by Al-Idrisi in Yemen and abroad 
 




Figure 2.13.2.20 Public declaration widely distributed by Al-Idrisi in Yemen and abroad 
 




Figure 2.13.2.21 Public declaration widely distributed by Al-Idrisi in Yemen and abroad 
 




Figure 2.13.2.22 Public declaration widely distributed by Al-Idrisi in Yemen and abroad 
 




Figure 2.13.2.23 Public declaration widely distributed by Al-Idrisi in Yemen and abroad 
 




Figure ‎2.13.2.24 Public declaration widely distributed by Al-Idrisi in Yemen and abroad 
 




Figure ‎2.13.2.25 Public declaration widely distributed by Al-Idrisi in Yemen and abroad 
 




Figure ‎2.13.2.26 Public declaration widely distributed by Al-Idrisi in Yemen and abroad 
 




Figure ‎2.13.2.27 Public declaration widely distributed by Al-Idrisi in Yemen and abroad 
 




Figure ‎2.13.2.28 Public declaration widely distributed by Al-Idrisi in Yemen and abroad 
 




Figure ‎2.13.2.29 Public declaration widely distributed by Al-Idrisi in Yemen and abroad 
 




Figure ‎2.13.2.30 Public declaration widely distributed by Al-Idrisi in Yemen and abroad 
 




Figure ‎2.13.2.31 Public declaration widely distributed by Al-Idrisi in Yemen and abroad 
 




Figure ‎2.13.2.32 Public declaration widely distributed by Al-Idrisi in Yemen and abroad 
 




Figure ‎2.13.2.33 Public declaration widely distributed by Al-Idrisi in Yemen and abroad 
 




Figure ‎2.13.2.34 Public declaration widely distributed by Al-Idrisi in Yemen and abroad 
 




Figure ‎2.13.2.35 Public declaration widely distributed by Al-Idrisi in Yemen and abroad 
 




Figure ‎2.13.2.36 Public declaration widely distributed by Al-Idrisi in Yemen and abroad 
 




Figure ‎2.13.2.37 Public declaration widely distributed by Al-Idrisi in Yemen and abroad 
 




Figure ‎2.13.2.38 Public declaration widely distributed by Al-Idrisi in Yemen and abroad 
 




Figure ‎2.13.2.39 Public declaration widely distributed by Al-Idrisi in Yemen and abroad 
 




Figure ‎2.13.2.40 Public declaration widely distributed by Al-Idrisi in Yemen and abroad 
 




Figure ‎2.13.2.41 Public declaration widely distributed by Al-Idrisi in Yemen and abroad 
 




Figure ‎2.13.2.42 Public declaration widely distributed by Al-Idrisi in Yemen and abroad 
 




Figure ‎2.13.2.43 Public declaration widely distributed by Al-Idrisi in Yemen and abroad 
 




Figure ‎2.13.2.44 Public declaration widely distributed by Al-Idrisi in Yemen and abroad 
 




Figure ‎2.13.2.45 Public declaration widely distributed by Al-Idrisi in Yemen and abroad 
 




Figure ‎2.13.2.46 Public declaration widely distributed by Al-Idrisi in Yemen and abroad 
 




Figure ‎2.13.2.47 Public declaration widely distributed by Al-Idrisi in Yemen and abroad 
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2.14. The Treaty of Daʻān of 8 October 1911 
By this time, the Porte was in fact ready to delegate part of its authority to the local 
chiefs with a prime condition that they remain loyal to Istanbul and preserve the 
sovereignty of the state. This can be seen, for instance, in the unimplemented treaty 
with Al-Idrisi according to which he was promised the position of Qaim Maqam, or 
the appointment of Hassan Ibn ‘Aāydh as the assistant of the Ottoman mutasarrif in 
Asir in 1911, as well as the treaty concluded with Ibn Saud in May 1914 according to 
which he would become the Wali and commandant of Najd. However, the Daʻān 
Treaty between the Porte and Imam Yahya remains, to a great extent, different from 
any of the others.  
Indeed, although the Imam was given authority over part of the country only, this 
agreement with the Ottomans remains of significance. According to the agreement, the 
Imam was given full authority over the northern territories from ʻAmrān and, further 
north, to Saʻadah. Shared authority with the Ottomans was granted to the Imam from 
the area south of ʻAmrān into the Sumarah, further south of Dhamār. The rest of the 
country remained under the sole authority of the Ottomans. It is possible that the Imam 
had accepted the agreement after being alarmed by the growth of Al-Idrisi’s power, 
aided by the support the latter received from Italy at the time. However, this was also a 
truce agreement that the Porte accepted because of the most serious rebellions they 
had to contend with in Yemen, at least since the rise of Imam Yahya in 1904. Indeed, 
while the other chiefs, Ibn ‘Aāydh, Al-Idrisi and Ibn Saud, through the agreements 
they accepted, were employed by the Porte, the Imam rather achieved recognition of 
his own power. (Salem, 1984: 516-518. Farah, 2002: pp. 297-298) 




Figure ‎2.14.1 The Treaty of Daʻān of 8 October 1911 
 




Figure ‎2.14.2 The Treaty of Daʻān of 8 October 1911 
 




Figure ‎2.14.3 The Treaty of Daʻān of 8 October 1911 
 




Figure ‎2.14.4 The Treaty of Daʻān of 8 October 1911 
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2.15. The Anglo-Idrisi Relationship  
Al-Idrisi was the first Arab chief to throw his lot in with Britain, agreeing to join 
Britain’s war effort against the Turks. He signed with Britain the Treaty of Friendship 
and Goodwill of 30 April 1915. It is evident that he benefited from the support he 
received from Britain since the 1915 Treaty, especially as he was able to expand his 
domain and to attract tribes from different parts of Yemen including the tribes of 
Hashed and Bakail, considered the main supporters of the Imam Yahya.  
2.15.1. The Anglo-Idrisi Treaty of Friendship and Goodwill (30 April 
1915) 
 
The treaty is available in (L/P&S/18/B 293 IOR, London), Arabic.  




Figure ‎2.15.1.1 The Anglo-Idrisi Treaty of Friendship and Goodwill (30 April 1915) 
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2.15.2. Report on the 1915 Treaty with Al-Idrisi, Foreign and Political 
Department, Government of India, 20 May 1915, (L/P&S, 18/ B 250a, 
IOR, London).  
 
Figure ‎2.15.2.1 Report on the 1915 Treaty with Al-Idrisi, Foreign and Political Department 
 




Figure ‎2.155.2.2 Report on the 1915 Treaty with Al-Idrisi, Foreign and Political Department 
 






Figure ‎2.155.2.3 Report on the 1915 Treaty with Al-Idrisi, Foreign and Political Department 
 




2.15.3. Report by Lieutenant Colonel Jacob on his mission to Al-Idrisi 
in January 1916. 
 This report was attached to a despatch from the Political Resident, Aden, to the 
Secretary to Government, Political Department, Bombay, 27 January 1916 (L/P&S, 
18/ B 229, IOR, London).  




Figure ‎2.15.3.1 Report by Lieutenant Colonel Jacob on his mission to Al-Idrisi in January 1916. 
 
 




Figure ‎2.155.3.2 Report by Lieutenant Colonel Jacob on his mission to Al-Idrisi in January 1916. 
 
 




Figure ‎2.155.3.3 Report by Lieutenant Colonel Jacob on his mission to Al-Idrisi in January 1916. 
 




Figure ‎2.155.3.4 Report by Lieutenant Colonel Jacob on his mission to Al-Idrisi in January 1916. 
 




Figure ‎2.155.3.5. Report by Lieutenant Colonel Jacob on his mission to Al-Idrisi in January 1916. 
 




Figure ‎2.155.3.6. Report by Lieutenant Colonel Jacob on his mission to Al-Idrisi in January 1916. 
 




Figure ‎2.155.3.7. Report by Lieutenant Colonel Jacob on his mission to Al-Idrisi in January 1916. 
 
 




Figure ‎2.155.3.8. Report by Lieutenant Colonel Jacob on his mission to Al-Idrisi in January 1916. 
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2.15.4. Report by the General Staff Officer, Aden Brigade, on Colonel 
Jacob’s visit to Al-Idrisi 
Colonial Jacob visited Al-Idrisi in Jizān, in January 1916. This report on the visit was 
attached to a despatch from the Political Resident, Aden, to the Secretary to Government, 
Political Department, Bombay, 29 January 1916 (L/P&S, 18/ B 228, IOR, London). 




Figure ‎2.15.4.1 Report by the General Staff Officer, Aden Brigade, on Colonel Jacob’s visit to Al-Idrisi 
 




Figure ‎2.155.4.2. Report by the General Staff Officer, Aden Brigade, on Colonel Jacob’s visit to Al-Idrisi 
 




Figure ‎2.155.4.3 Report by the General Staff Officer, Aden Brigade, on Colonel Jacob’s visit to Al-Idrisi 
 




Figure ‎2.155.4.4. Report by the General Staff Officer, Aden Brigade, on Colonel Jacob’s visit to Al-Idrisi 
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2.15.5. British commitments to the Idrisi 
Memorandum on British commitments to the Idrisi by the Political Intelligence 
Department, Foreign Office, November 1918, (CAB 24/68/85, TNA, London and L/P&S, 








Figure ‎2.15.5.1. Memorandum on British commitments to the Idrisi by the Political Intelligence Department, 
Foreign Office, November 1918 
 




Figure ‎2.155.5.2 Memorandum on British commitments to the Idrisi by the Political Intelligence Department, 
Foreign Office, November 1918 
 




Figure ‎2.155.5.3. Memorandum on British commitments to the Idrisi by the Political Intelligence Department, 
Foreign Office, November 1918 
 
 




Figure ‎2.155.5.4. Memorandum on British commitments to the Idrisi by the Political Intelligence Department, 
Foreign Office, November 1918 
 




Figure ‎2.155.5.5. Memorandum on British commitments to the Idrisi by the Political Intelligence Department, 
Foreign Office, November 1918 
 




Figure ‎2.155.5.6. Memorandum on British commitments to the Idrisi by the Political Intelligence Department, 
Foreign Office, November 1918 
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2.16. FO Memorandum prepared by Mr W. J. Childs. 
This memorandum was prepared for the FO by Mr W. J. Childs in spring 1916, and would 
be updated in May 1935. While it confirmed that Asir formed the fourth district of the 
Vilayet of Yemen, it could be considered as an early text in which Asir was regarded as a 
separate entity due to it being located beyond the Ottomans’ control. Furthermore, seven 
autonomous areas in the Arabia Peninsula were identified, among them Al-Idrisi’s control 
over Asir (FO 371/ 6238, TNA, London. Schofield, 1993: Vol.4. pp. 102-120). 




Figure ‎2.166.1 FO Memorandum prepared by Mr W. J. Childs 
 




Figure ‎2.166.2 FO Memorandum prepared by Mr W. J. Childs 
 




Figure ‎2.166.3 FO Memorandum prepared by Mr W. J. Childs 
 




Figure ‎2.166.4 FO Memorandum prepared by Mr W. J. Childs 
 




Figure ‎2.166.5 FO Memorandum prepared by Mr W. J. Childs 
 




Figure ‎2.166.6 FO Memorandum prepared by Mr W. J. Childs 
 




Figure ‎2.166.7 FO Memorandum prepared by Mr W. J. Childs 
 




Figure ‎2.166.8 FO Memorandum prepared by Mr W. J. Childs 
 




Figure ‎2.166.9 FO Memorandum prepared by Mr W. J. Childs 
 




Figure ‎2.166.10. FO Memorandum prepared by Mr W. J. Childs 
 




Figure ‎2.166.11. FO Memorandum prepared by Mr W. J. Childs 
 




Figure ‎2.166.12. FO Memorandum prepared by Mr W. J. Childs 
 




Figure ‎2.166.13. FO Memorandum prepared by Mr W. J. Childs 
 




Figure ‎2.166.14. FO Memorandum prepared by Mr W. J. Childs 
 




Figure ‎2.166.15. FO Memorandum prepared by Mr W. J. Childs 
 




Figure ‎2.166.16. FO Memorandum prepared by Mr W. J. Childs 
 




Figure ‎2.166.17. FO Memorandum prepared by Mr W. J. Childs 
 




Figure ‎2.166.18. FO Memorandum prepared by Mr W. J. Childs 
 




Figure ‎2.166.19 FO Memorandum prepared by Mr W. J. Childs 
 
 




2.17. Anglo-Idrisi agreement Regarding Farasan Islands (January 
1917) 
 
This new agreement between Al-Idrisi and the British Government was concluded on 
22 January 1917.  





Figure ‎2.17.1 Anglo-Idrisi agreement Regarding Farasan Islands (January 1917) 
 
 




                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                        
Figure ‎2.177.2. Anglo-Idrisi agreement Regarding Farasan Islands (January 1917) 
 





Figure ‎2.177.3. Anglo-Idrisi agreement Regarding Farasan Islands (January 1917) 
 




Figure ‎2.177.4 Anglo-Idrisi agreement Regarding Farasan Islands (January 1917) 
 
 




2.18. Green light from London for Al-Idrisi to expand south 
(December 1920) 
 
Al-Idrisi was given the green light from London for the ultimate inclusion of Al-
Hudaydah into his territory. Lord Earl Curzon, Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, 
to Major General T. E. Scott, Political Resident, Aden, 13 December 1920 (Schofield, 
1993: Vol.4. p. 403).  
 
Figure ‎2.18.1 Green light from London for Al-Idrisi to expand south (December 1920) 
 
 




2.19. Political position of the Yemen: 1920s 
2.19.1. Note on the political situation in the Yemen 
 
Note on the political situation in the Yemen, by Major B. R. Reilly, Assistant Political 
Resident, Aden, 20 April 1923 (Schofield, 1993: Vol.4.pp. 497-514). 
 




















Figure ‎0.3 Note on the political situation in the Yemen 
 




Figure ‎0.4 Note on the political situation in the Yemen 
 




Figure ‎0.5 Note on the political situation in the Yemen 
 




Figure ‎0.6 Note on the political situation in the Yemen 
 




Figure ‎0.7 Note on the political situation in the Yemen 
 




Figure ‎0.8 Note on the political situation in the Yemen 
 




Figure ‎0.9 Note on the political situation in the Yemen 
 




Figure ‎0.10 Note on the political situation in the Yemen 
 




Figure ‎0.11 Note on the political situation in the Yemen 
 




Figure ‎0.12  Note on the political situation in the Yemen 
 




Figure ‎0.13  Note on the political situation in the Yemen 
 




Figure ‎0.14 Note on the political situation in the Yemen 
 




Figure ‎0.15  Note on the political situation in the Yemen 
 




Figure ‎0.16  Note on the political situation in the Yemen 
 




Figure ‎0.17  Note on the political situation in the Yemen 
 




Figure ‎0.18 Note on the political situation in the Yemen 
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2.10.2. Relations with the Imam of Yemen  
Cabinet Memorandum, circulated by the Secretary of State for the Colonies, on  
‘Relations with the Imam of Yemen’, in June 1927 (CAB 24/187, TNA, London).  




Figure ‎019. ‎0.2.1 Relations with the Imam of Yemen 
 




Figure ‎0.2.2 Relations with the Imam of Yemen 
 




Figure ‎019.2.3 Relations with the Imam of Yemen 
 




Figure ‎019.2.4 Relations with the Imam of Yemen 
 
 




Figure ‎019.2.5 Relations with the Imam of Yemen 
 




Figure ‎019.2.6 Relations with the Imam of Yemen 
 




Figure ‎019.2.7 Relations with the Imam of Yemen 
 




Figure ‎019.2.8 Relations with the Imam of Yemen 
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2.20. The Saudi-Idrisi Treaty of August 1920 
 
Asir was an administrative district under the Ottomans’ rule, but it was evident that the 
Ottomans had failed to expand their authority over the entire geographic entity of this 
district. Yet, nor had Al-Idrisi either, however, by the 1920s, it would be regarded as 
the future entity for the Al-Idrisi Emirate. Clearly, what is of importance about this 
treaty is that there is no mention of Asir. As such, Ibn Saud would simply avoid any 
recognition of such district. Instead, whenever Asir was mentioned in the treaty, it was 
in reference to tribes or locations within Asir, such as Asir Ghāmed or the tribe of 
Rijal Al-Ma‘a of Asir.  
Significantly, as in the Anglo-Idrisi Treaty of 1915, the reference is solely to ‘Yemen’ 
simply because Asir had been known to be part of it. Presumably, since references to 
‘Asir’ were avoided, the aim was clearly to divide Asir between the signatories 
according to what each recognised the other party’s claims in Yemen to be. In other 
words, this is an acknowledgement that up to that time Asir was still understood to be 
part of Yemen, albeit as a geographical part of it rather than any form of political 
recognition. However, although unintentionally so, this is a manifest recognition of the 
perception of Asir as part of the Yemen. The treaty is available in (Amin Sa‘id, 1959: 
pp. 97-98, the Saudi Green Book, 1934: pp. 472-473).  




Figure ‎2.2020. ‎2.20.1 The Saudi-Idrisi Treaty of August 1920 
 




Figure ‎2.200. ‎2.20.2 The Saudi-Idrisi Treaty of August 1920 
 




Figure ‎2.20.3 The Saudi-Idrisi Treaty of August 1920 
 




Figure ‎2.200. ‎2.20.4 The Saudi-Idrisi Treaty of August 1920 
 
 




2.21. Treaty of Amity and Commerce (Sana’a) between Italy 
and Yemen, 2 September 1926 
 
This treaty was of political significance in its recognition of Imam Yahya as the King 
of Yemen. The treaty is available in (Salem, 1971: 526-528), and the English 
translation in (Hurewitz, 1956: Vol.2. pp. 146-147). 




Figure 2.21.1 Treaty of Amity and Commerce (Sana’a) between Italy and Yemen, 2 September 1926 
 
 




Figure 2.21.2 Treaty of Amity and Commerce (Sana’a) between Italy and Yemen, 2 September 1926 
 




Figure 2.21.3 Treaty of Amity and Commerce (Sana’a) between Italy and Yemen, 2 September 1926 
 




Figure 2.21.4 Treaty of Amity and Commerce (Sana’a) between Italy and Yemen, 2 September 1926 
 




Figure 2.21.5 Treaty of Amity and Commerce (Sana’a) between Italy and Yemen, 2 September 1926 
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2.22. Idrisi-Saudi Treaty of Mecca of October 1926 
Unlike the 1920 treaty in which there was no mention of Asir, here in the Mecca 
Treaty of 1926 the Idrisis’ chief was addressed as the ‘Imam of Asir’ (i.e. the leader of 
Asir) although the Idrisi’s authority was limited to only part of Asir. For Ibn Saud to 
recognise the Idrisis as the ruler of Asir and the entity as his emirate is questionable. 
Most likely, recognition of the Idrisis’ independence was needed so as to legitimise the 
next Saudi move i.e. the conquest of the district. Indeed, there had been some 
international recognition of this entity as the Idrisis’ emirate, mainly by Britain, and 
Ibn Saud wanted to absorb the district on that ground, using the Idrisis’ counter-claims 
to oppose those of the Imam Yahya.  
The treaty was concluded on 21 October 1926, but was only promulgated on 8 January 
1927. (The Arabic version is available in the Treaty Series, Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs, Saudi Arabia, Al-Jahni, 1992. The English translation is by the BLJ, AIR, 
2/1020). 




Figure ‎2.222. ‎2.22.1 Idrisi-Saudi Treaty of Mecca of October 1926 
 




Figure ‎2.222. ‎2.22.2 Idrisi-Saudi Treaty of Mecca of October 1926 
 




Figure ‎2.222. ‎2.22.3 Idrisi-Saudi Treaty of Mecca of October 1926 
 




Figure ‎2.222. ‎2.22.4 Idrisi-Saudi Treaty of Mecca of October 1926 
 












2.23. The Anglo-Saudi Relationship 
 
Similarly to Al-Idrisi, Ibn Saud followed and joined Britain against the Turks during 
the Great War, concluding the Treaty of 26 December 1915. Ibn Saud established a 
good relationship with Britain, gaining its support over many important issues. A new 
Treaty would be concluded with Britain in Jeddah in 20 May 1927. Most importantly, 
Britain committed herself to lending considerable political, financial and military 
support to Ibn Saud even during times of internal difficulties such as the anti-Saudi 
intrigues by Al-Dabbagh family in the early 1930s. Indeed, London responded 
positively to a Saudi request concerning the anti-Saudi activities led by Mohammad 
Hassan Al-Dabbagh and Taher Al-Dabbagh, while in the same period of time the 
opposition to the Imamate in Yemen were allowed to function freely from the Aden 
Protectorate.  
Consequently, the significance of this relationship is not that Britain became involved 
directly in this section of the Saudi-Yemeni dispute. Instead, what matters is how this 
relationship has been perceived in Yemen among the wider public and by the elites. 
Indeed, although numerous issues were considered by British diplomacy as secret 
matters, several stories on the topic had been part of public discussions in Yemen 
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2.23.1. The Anglo-Saudi Treaty of 26 December 1915  
L/P&S, 18/ B 295, IOR, London. 




Figure ‎2.233. ‎2.23.1.1 The Anglo-Saudi Treaty of 26 December 1915 
 




Figure ‎2.233.1. ‎2.23.2 The Anglo-Saudi Treaty of 26 December 1915 
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2.23.2. The Anglo-Saudi Treaty of Jeddah of 20 May 1927 
This treaty was of political significance in its recognition of Ibn Saud as sovereign. It 
was followed by the Italian-Yemeni Treaty of September 1926 in which Imam Yahya 
was also recognised as the ‘King of Yemen’ (Treaty Series 25, 1927).   




Figure 2.23.2.1 The Anglo-Saudi Treaty of Jeddah of 20 May 1927 
 




Figure 2.23.2.2 The Anglo-Saudi Treaty of Jeddah of 20 May 1927 
 




Figure 2.23.2.3 The Anglo-Saudi Treaty of Jeddah of 20 May 1927 
 




Figure 2.23.2.4 The Anglo-Saudi Treaty of Jeddah of 20 May 1927 
 




Figure ‎2.23.2.5 The Anglo-Saudi Treaty of Jeddah of 20 May 1927 
 




Figure ‎2.2323.2.6 The Anglo-Saudi Treaty of Jeddah of 20 May 1927 
 




Figure ‎2.23.2.7 The Anglo-Saudi Treaty of Jeddah of 20 May 1927 
 




Figure ‎2.23.2.8 The Anglo-Saudi Treaty of Jeddah of 20 May 1927 
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2.23.3. Ibn Saud kept London informed on the development of 
relations with Sana’a  
This is an example of the exchange of information between Britain and Saudi Arabia 
concerning the Saudi-Yemeni conflict, 16 July 33 (FO 967/52, TNA, London).    




Figure ‎2.23.3.1 Ibn Saud kept London informed on the development of relations with Sana’a 
 




Figure ‎2.23.3.2 Ibn Saud kept London informed on the development of relations with Sana’a 
 




Figure ‎2.23.3.3 Ibn Saud kept London informed on the development of relations with Sana’a 
 
 




2.23.4. A Saudi promise to show understanding of British interests in 
Yemen  
The Saudi Minster of Foreign Affairs to the British Chargé d'Affaires in Jeddah, 16 
July 1933 (FO 967/52, TNA, London).  




Figure ‎2.23.4.1 A Saudi promise to show understanding of British interests in Yemen 




Figure ‎2.23.4.2 A Saudi promise to show understanding of British interests in Yemen 
 




Figure ‎2.23.4.3 A Saudi promise to show understanding of British interests in Yemen 
 
 




2.23.5. Saudi Arabia wanted direct involvement of Britain in its 
dispute with Yemen   
The Saudi Minster of Foreign Affairs to the British Chargé d'Affaires in Jeddah, 30 
July 1933 (FO 967/52, TNA, London).  




Figure ‎2.23.5.1 Saudi Arabia wanted direct involvement of Britain in its dispute with Yemen 
 




Figure ‎2.23.5.2 Saudi Arabia wanted direct involvement of Britain in its dispute with Yemen 
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2.23.6. The anti-Saudi intrigues by Al-Dabbagh family (early 1930s) 
Correspondence concerned with the anti-Saudi intrigues by Al-Dabbagh family, early 
1930s (FO 967 52, TNA, London). 




Figure ‎2.23.6.1 The anti-Saudi intrigues by Al-Dabbagh family (early 1930s) 
 




Figure ‎2.23.6.2  The anti-Saudi intrigues by Al-Dabbagh family (early 1930s) 
 




Figure ‎2.23.6.3 The anti-Saudi intrigues by Al-Dabbagh family (early 1930s) 
 




Figure ‎2.23.6.4 The anti-Saudi intrigues by Al-Dabbagh family (early 1930s) 
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2.23.7. Example of Anglo-Saudi cooperation (1934)  
Charges for the cost of telegrams sent back home - through the British Navy - by the 
Saudi army during its occupation of Al-Hudaydah in 1934, 28 Sep 1934 (FO 
371/17930, TNA, London).  
 
Figure ‎2.23.7.1 Example of Anglo-Saudi cooperation (1934) 




2.24. Yemeni claims along historic and national connections 
grounds 
Imam Yahya expressed his claims over Asir, Najrān and South Yemen along historic 
and national connections grounds in most of his correspondence with Britain and 
Saudi Arabia, as can be seem from this selection of examples. Other similar texts can 
be found elsewhere in these appendices.   
2.24.1. Imam Yahya to King George V (22 December 1918) 
 
(Schofield, 1993: Vol.4. pp. 250-252).  





Figure ‎2.24.1.1 Imam Yahya to King George V (22 December 1918) 
 





Figure ‎2.24.1. ‎2.24.2 Imam Yahya to King George V (22 December 1918) 
 













2.24.2. Imam Yahya to Major General J. M. Stewart, the Political 
Resident, Aden (22 December 1918) 
 
(Schofield, 1993: Vol.4. pp. 253-254).  





Figure ‎2.24.2.1 Imam Yahya to Major General J. M. Stewart, the Political Resident, Aden (22 December 1918) 
 
 













2.24.3. Abdullah Al-Wazir to Fuad Hamzah (9 March 1934) 
(Green Book, 1934: pp. 449-451).  





Figure ‎2.24.3.1 Abdullah Al-Wazir to Fuad Hamzah (9 March 1934) 
 





Figure ‎2.24.3.2 Abdullah Al-Wazir to Fuad Hamzah (9 March 1934) 
 





Figure ‎2.24.3.3 Abdullah Al-Wazir to Fuad Hamzah (9 March 1934) 
 
 





2.25. Saudi counter-claims reject any historic connection 
between Asir and Yemen 
The Saudi counter-claims, opposing those of Yemen’s association with the disputed 
territories, were published as part of the ‘Green Book’ that Saudi Arabia issued in 
1934. As has been stated by this thesis, the Green Book does not unreservedly 
subscribe to the notion that, historically, Yemen has existed as an effectively 
continuous, unified political entity, particularly over the area historically known as 
Bīllād Al-Yāman; a notion for which, it could be argued, there is no definitive 
evidence. However, the Saudi argument, as this document proves, highlights the 
implications of the territorial dispute on historical narratives. Indeed, such claims 
initiated a selective and misinforming pattern, for instance by turning for reference to 
the work of several famous historians, such as Al-Hamdani, even though the 
information provided by the latter is actually completely the contrary to what is being 
claimed.  (The Saudi Green Book, 1934: pp. 212-215 and 458-464).  
 





‎2.25.1 Saudi counter-claims reject any historic connection between Asir and Yemen 
 
 





Figure ‎2.25.2 Saudi counter-claims reject any historic connection between Asir and Yemen 
 





Figure ‎2.25.3 Saudi counter-claims reject any historic connection between Asir and Yemen 
 





Figure ‎2.25.4 Saudi counter-claims reject any historic connection between Asir and Yemen 
 





Figure ‎2.25.5 Saudi counter-claims reject any historic connection between Asir and Yemen 
 





Figure ‎2.25.6 Saudi counter-claims reject any historic connection between Asir and Yemen 
 





Figure ‎2.25.7 Saudi counter-claims reject any historic connection between Asir and Yemen 
 





Figure ‎2.25.8 Saudi counter-claims reject any historic connection between Asir and Yemen 
 





Figure ‎2.25.9 Saudi counter-claims reject any historic connection between Asir and Yemen 
 





Figure ‎2.25.10 Saudi counter-claims reject any historic connection between Asir and Yemen 
 





Figure ‎2.25.11 Saudi counter-claims reject any historic connection between Asir and Yemen 
 
 




2.26. The Idrisis surrender their authority to Ibn Saud 
(October 1930) 
It is interesting that there is no mention of Asir as an Idrisi country or Idrisi province. 
Clearly, the Idrisis had never extended their authority over Asir. And yet, Saudi 
conquest of the district was legitimised based on the agreements concluded with the 
Idrisis. Furthermore, in 1930 the Idrisis had lost the area they had expanded into and 
their actual influence was mainly over their stronghold in Jīzān, referred to here as the 
province or the Idrisi country.    
 Telegram from Al-Hassan bin Ali Al-Idrisi, the Idrisis’ chief at the time, in 
which he confirmed that, with his consent and agreement, he had handed over 
the administration of his country to Ibn Saud (9 October 1930).  
 Ibn Saud’s approval, on 20 November 1930, of the arrangements agreed 
between the Saudi representatives and those of the Idrisis on 16 November 
1930. Among the arrangements agreed upon was the establishment of a 
legislative council for the Idrisis’ province.  
 Rules of administration to be followed in the Idrisi province in which it was 
agreed in Article 1 that Al-Hassam bin Ali Al-Idrisi would remain the head of 
the Idrisi Government.   
(Green Book, 1934: pp 477-483). 





Figure ‎2.26.1 The Idrisis surrender their authority to Ibn Saud (October 1930) 
 





Figure ‎2.26.2 The Idrisis surrender their authority to Ibn Saud (October 1930) 
 





Figure ‎2.26.3 The Idrisis surrender their authority to Ibn Saud (October 1930) 
 





Figure ‎2.26.4 The Idrisis surrender their authority to Ibn Saud (October 1930) 
 





Figure ‎2.26.5 The Idrisis surrender their authority to Ibn Saud (October 1930) 





Figure ‎2.26.6 The Idrisis surrender their authority to Ibn Saud (October 1930) 
 




Figure ‎2.26.7 The Idrisis surrender their authority to Ibn Saud (October 1930) 
 
 




2.27. Al-‘Arw Treaty, between Ibn Saud and Imam Yahya 
(15 December 1931)  
The Treaty is available in (The Saudi Green Book, 1934: pp. 28-31 and 428-430).  





Figure ‎2.27.1 Al-‘Arw Treaty, between Ibn Saud and Imam Yahya (15 December 1931) 
 





Figure ‎2.27.2 Al-‘Arw Treaty, between Ibn Saud and Imam Yahya (15 December 1931) 
 





Figure ‎2.27.3 Al-‘Arw Treaty, between Ibn Saud and Imam Yahya (15 December 1931) 
 





Figure ‎2.27.4 Al-‘Arw Treaty, between Ibn Saud and Imam Yahya (15 December 1931) 
 





Figure ‎2.27.5 Al-‘Arw Treaty, between Ibn Saud and Imam Yahya (15 December 1931) 
 





Figure ‎2.27.6 Al-‘Arw Treaty, between Ibn Saud and Imam Yahya (15 December 1931) 
 





Figure ‎2.27.7 Al-‘Arw Treaty, between Ibn Saud and Imam Yahya (15 December 1931) 
 




Figure ‎2.27.8 Al-‘Arw Treaty, between Ibn Saud and Imam Yahya (15 December 1931) 
 
 




2.28. Ibn Saud suggests a defensive convention to the Imam 
(8 October 1932) 
This proposal contains eight articles sufficient to establish proper relations between 
any two neighbouring countries. Only the boundary issue was not given appropriate 
considerations, however, and was only mentioned in the preface, stressing the 
necessity for finalising the boundary delimitation. Significantly, Article 4 made 
arbitration obligatory for solving any future disputes between both countries. The full 
text is available in the (Green Book, 1934: pp. 35-37 and 433-435). 





Figure ‎2.28.1 Ibn Saud suggests a defensive convention to the Imam (8 October 1932) 
 





Figure ‎2.28.2 Ibn Saud suggests a defensive convention to the Imam (8 October 1932) 
 





Figure ‎2.28.3 Ibn Saud suggests a defensive convention to the Imam (8 October 1932) 
 





Figure ‎2.28.4 Ibn Saud suggests a defensive convention to the Imam (8 October 1932) 
 





Figure ‎2.28.5 Ibn Saud suggests a defensive convention to the Imam (8 October 1932) 
 





Figure ‎2.28.6 Ibn Saud suggests a defensive convention to the Imam (8 October 1932) 
 





Figure ‎2.28.7 Ibn Saud suggests a defensive convention to the Imam (8 October 1932) 
 





2.29. The Imam’s position towards the proposed convention 
(4 January 1933) 
Imam Yahya accepted the idea, albeit with reservations over the territorial issue being 
left without a satisfactory solution (Green Book, 1934: pp. 37-38 and 435-436). 





Figure ‎2.29.1 Imam’s position towards the proposed convention (4 January 1933) 
 
 





Figure ‎2.29.2 Imam’s position towards the proposed convention (4 January 1933) 
 





Figure ‎2.29.3 Imam’s position towards the proposed convention (4 January 1933) 
 





Figure ‎2.29.4 Imam’s position towards the proposed convention (4 January 1933) 
 
 





2.30. New proposal for a ‘Treaty of Friendship and 
Fraternity’ (May 1933)  
 
Ibn Saud put forward a new proposal for a ‘Treaty of Friendship and Fraternity’ on 30 
May 1933. However, he informed his delegates not to offer the Imam any recognition 
as the King of Yemen. The intention was thus to secure a treaty between the Kingdom 
of Saudi Arabia and the Imam Yahya, rather than with ‘the King of Yemen’.   
2.30.1. Instruction to the Saudi delegation with draft treaty 
 





Figure ‎2.30.1.1 Instruction to the Saudi delegation with draft treaty 
 





Figure ‎2.30.1. ‎2.30.2 Instruction to the Saudi delegation with draft treaty 
 





Figure ‎2.30.1. ‎2.30.3 Instruction to the Saudi delegation with draft treaty 
 





Figure ‎2.300.1. ‎2.30.4 Instruction to the Saudi delegation with draft treaty 
 





Figure ‎2.300.1. ‎2.30.5 Instruction to the Saudi delegation with draft treaty 
 





Figure ‎2.300.1. ‎2.30.6 Instruction to the Saudi delegation with draft treaty 
 





Figure ‎2.300.1. ‎2.30.7 Instruction to the Saudi delegation with draft treaty 
 





Figure ‎2.30.1. ‎2.30.8 Instruction to the Saudi delegation with draft treaty 
 





Figure ‎2.30.1. ‎2.30.9 Instruction to the Saudi delegation with draft treaty 
 
 




2.30.2. Extract from Umm-al-Qura, 24 May 1933. FO 967/52 
 
 
Figure ‎2.300.2.1 Extract from Umm-al-Qura, 24 May 1933. FO 967/52 
 
 




2.31. A treaty proposal for postponing the boundary 
settlement 
The letter from Fuad Hamzah to the British Chargé d’Affaires in Jeddah, 17 August 
1933, confirms that the idea of a treaty featuring the postponement of the settlement 
over boundaries had been introduced by Imam Yahya. The proposed treaty was 
intended to postpone agreement over the territorial dispute until a future arrangement. 
The text and the translation are both available in (FO 967/52, TNA, London).     





Figure ‎2.31.1 A treaty proposal for postponing the boundary settlement 
 





Figure ‎2.31.2 A treaty proposal for postponing the boundary settlement 
 




Figure ‎2.31.3 A treaty proposal for postponing the boundary settlement 
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2.32. Imam Yahya to Ibn Saud (28 August 1933) 
Here the Imam accepted Ibn Saud’s proposal of a treaty, but suggested instead a treaty 
similar to the one that Yemen was negotiating with Britain; namely the Sana’a Treaty, 
which would be completed in February 1934. The aim was to postpone any agreement 
over the boundary until a later arrangement to be agreed upon in twenty lunar years 
(Green Book, 1934: pp. 77-78).  




Figure ‎2.32.1 Imam Yahya to Ibn Saud (28 August 1933) 
 
 
Figure ‎2.32.2 Imam Yahya to Ibn Saud (28 August 1933) 
 
 




2.33. Imam Yahya to Ibn Saud (17 December 1933) 
Imam Yahya re-affirmed his position towards the postponement of the settlement for 
the territorial dispute (Green Book, 1934: p. 98). 
 
Figure ‎2.33.1 Imam Yahya to Ibn Saud (17 December 1933) 
 
 




2.34. Ibn Saud to Imam Yahya (19 December 1933) 
Ibn Saud accepted the Imam’s suggestion of a treaty that postponed the settlement of 
the boundary dispute for a period of twenty years (Green Book, 1934: pp. 98-99).  




Figure ‎2.34.1 Ibn Saud to Imam Yahya (19 December 1933) 
 




Figure ‎2.34.2 Ibn Saud to Imam Yahya (19 December 1933) 
 
 




2.35. The British Minister in Jeddah to the Foreign Office 
(26 and 29 December 1933) 
In telegrams from the British Minister in Jeddah to the Foreign Office, on 26 and 29 
December 1933, the British diplomat confirmed the information concerning a 
proposed peaceful settlement. This included the prospect of an agreement being 
reached between Riyadh and Sana’a that postponed the final resolution of the 
boundary issue until later arrangements after twenty lunar years (FO 967/54, TNA, 
London). 





Figure ‎2.35.1 The British Minister in Jeddah to the Foreign Office (26 and 29 December 1933 





Figure ‎2.35.2 The British Minister in Jeddah to the Foreign Office (26 and 29 December 1933) 
 





Figure ‎2.35.3 The British Minister in Jeddah to the Foreign Office (26 and 29 December 1933) 
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2.36. Extract from Umm-al-Qura (16 January 1934) 
News confirms that the two parties agreed telegraphically on the question of the Idrisis 
and their position. It added that the Imam Yahya then agreed that the frontier between 
the two countries should be delimited and that a ‘Treaty of Friendship and Fraternity’ 
should be concluded between the two parties for a period of twenty years (FO 
141/482, TNA, London). 




Figure ‎2.36.1 Extract from Umm-al-Qura (16 January 1934) 
 




Figure ‎2.36.2 Extract from Umm-al-Qura (16 January 1934) 
 
 





2.37. The sovereignty of Ibn Saud and the Idrisis: open to 
question  
It seems that neither Ibn Saud nor the Idrisis had become sovereign prior to 1926. 
Indeed, Ibn-Saud remained bound by his treaty of 1915 with Britain, asking for 
permission whenever he intended to establish relations with a foreign country (Sir W. 
Tyrrell -for the Secretary of State-, to Lloyd (HC, Cairo) 9 January, 1926 (FO 406/57, 
TNA, London).   
 
Figure ‎2.37.1 The sovereignty of Ibn Saud and the Idrisis: open to question 
 
 





2.38. Britain relinquishes to Saudi Arabia its treaty with Al-
Idrisi  
Ibn Saud informed Imam Yahya that Britain had relinquished to Saudi Arabia its 
treaty with Al-Idrisi. He added that he received the recognition of several other 
countries, including Italy. 18 August 1933 (Ibn Saud to Imam Yahya, 18 August 1933 
(Green Book, 1934: pp. 74-75). 





Figure ‎2.38.1 Britain relinquishes to Saudi Arabia its treaty with Al-Idrisi 
 





Figure ‎2.38.2 Britain relinquishes to Saudi Arabia its treaty with Al-Idrisi 
 
 





2.39. The position of the Idrisis’ surrender of authority to 
Ibn Saud open to question 
The agreements that the Idrisis concluded with the Saudis were seen as grounds in 
international law for the Saudi position over Asir.  
 








Figure ‎2.3939.1. ‎2.39.1 (Chamberlain to Clayton 27 January 1927 AIR 2/1020, London). 
 
 






Figure ‎2.39.1. ‎2.39.2 (Chamberlain to Clayton 27 January 1927 AIR 2/1020, London). 
 




2.39.2. Simon Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, to Sir Drummond, 
Rome, 15 January 1934, FO 141/482, TNA, London. 
 
Figure ‎2.39.2.1 Simon Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, to Sir Drummond, Rome, 15 January 1934, FO 
141/482, TNA, London. 
 





Figure ‎2.39.2.2 Simon Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, to Sir Drummond, Rome, 15 January 1934, FO 
141/482, TNA, London. 
 





Figure ‎2.3939.2. ‎2.39.3 Simon Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, to Sir Drummond, Rome, 15 January 
1934, FO 141/482, TNA, London. 
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3.1. The ‘Treaty of Islamic Friendship and Brotherhood’ 
between the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and the Kingdom of 
Yemen (1934) 
The ‘Treaty of Islamic Friendship and Brotherhood’ between the Kingdom of Saudi 
Arabia and the Kingdom of Yemen (commonly known as the ‘Taif’ Treaty of 1934) 
was signed on 20 May 1934. It was named after the city of Taif, in Al-Ḥijāz, where 
negotiations and the preliminary signing of the treaty took place. However, the city of 
Taif in Al-Ḥijāz has often been mistaken for the village of the same name (Al-Taif) 
situated close to Al-Hudaydah, and there has thus been some disagreement about this.1  
In fact, the BLJ contributed several important reports with information supporting the 
view that the ‘Taif’ being referred to in the Treaty was the city of Taif in Al-Ḥijāz.2 
Reportedly, after the Treaty of Taif was signed (in the city of Taif in Al-Ḥijāz) by Ibn 
Saud, it was taken to Sana’a by Abdullah Al-Wazir, the head of the Imam’s 
delegation, for it to be signed by Imam Yahya. Al-Wazir left Jeddah on 12 June on the 
S.S. Al-Haq, bound for Al-Hudaydah.3  
It seems that the final copy of the treaty was written in Jeddah.4 Indeed, the Treaty 
itself includes a note (near its end) stating that the Treaty was “written in the city of 
Jedda [Jeddah]”.5 Therefore, there are two possibilities regarding where it was signed, 
either in Jeddah where it was written or in Taif where negotiations took place. The 
reference to Jeddah in the Treaty was noticed at the time by the translator at the British 
Legation in Jeddah, who nonetheless noted that this was “probably only a slip”, 
asserting that the Treaty had been “concluded at Taif”.6  
                                                          
1 Wenner, 1967: p. 146. See also, Peterson, 1982: p. 66.  
2 'For the text of the May 1934 Saudi-Yemeni treaty and associated agreements, see British and Foreign State Papers. 1934 (London: HMSO, 1939), pp. 670-683. Extract from FO Annual 
Review for Saudi Arabia in 1934, FO, May 1935 (Schofield, 1993: Vol.4. pp. 763-767). The Yemeni Minister of Foreign Affairs to Simon (FS), 19 June 1934 (Schofield, 1993: Vol.2. p. 
415). BLJ to Simon (FS), 19 June 1934, FO 905/6, TNA, London. Ryan (BLJ) to the FO, 13 June 1934, FO 371/17928, TNA, London. Ryan (BLJ) to the Political Resident Bushire, 13 
June 1934, FO 905/5, TNA, London).  
3 The Times, 14 June 1934. 
4 See, A. S. Calvert, (BLJ) to Simon (FS), 30 July 1934 (Schofield, 1993: Vol.2. pp. 422-432). Mistakenly, certain Arab historians who have analysed the Treaty regard Jeddah as the place 
where it was concluded (Salem, 2003: p.502).  See ‘Jeddah Report for May 1936’, Ryan (BL, Jeddah) to the FO (London), 2 June 1936, FO 371/20062, TNA, London. Bullard (BLJ) to 
Eden (FS), 3 March 1937, FO 371/20839, TNA, London.     
5 See A. S. Calvert at the(BLJ) to Simon (FS), 30 July 1934 (Schofield, 1993: Vol.2. pp. 422-432).   
6 Ibid. Mistakenly, certain Arab historians who have analyzed the Treaty regard Jeddah as the place where it was concluded like, Salem ( 1984: p.502).   
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Figure ‎3.1.1 The ‘Treaty of Islamic Friendship and Brotherhood’ between the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and 
the Kingdom of Yemen (1934) 
The ‘Treaty of Islamic Friendship and Brotherhood’ between the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and the 




Figure ‎3.1.2 The ‘Treaty of Islamic Friendship and Brotherhood’ between the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and 
the Kingdom of Yemen (1934) 
The ‘Treaty of Islamic Friendship and Brotherhood’ between the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and the 




Figure ‎3.1.3 The ‘Treaty of Islamic Friendship and Brotherhood’ between the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and 
the Kingdom of Yemen (1934) 
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Figure ‎3.1.4 The ‘Treaty of Islamic Friendship and Brotherhood’ between the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and 
the Kingdom of Yemen (1934) 
 
The ‘Treaty of Islamic Friendship and Brotherhood’ between the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and the 




Figure ‎3.1.5  The ‘Treaty of Islamic Friendship and Brotherhood’ between the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and 
the Kingdom of Yemen (1934) 
 
The ‘Treaty of Islamic Friendship and Brotherhood’ between the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and the 




Figure ‎3.1.6 The ‘Treaty of Islamic Friendship and Brotherhood’ between the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and 
the Kingdom of Yemen (1934) 
The ‘Treaty of Islamic Friendship and Brotherhood’ between the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and the 




Figure ‎3.1.7 The ‘Treaty of Islamic Friendship and Brotherhood’ between the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and 
the Kingdom of Yemen (1934) 
The ‘Treaty of Islamic Friendship and Brotherhood’ between the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and the 




Figure ‎3.1.8 The ‘Treaty of Islamic Friendship and Brotherhood’ between the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and 
the Kingdom of Yemen (1934) 
The ‘Treaty of Islamic Friendship and Brotherhood’ between the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and the 




Figure ‎3.1.9 The ‘Treaty of Islamic Friendship and Brotherhood’ between the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and 
the Kingdom of Yemen (1934) 
The ‘Treaty of Islamic Friendship and Brotherhood’ between the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and the 




Figure ‎3.1.10 The ‘Treaty of Islamic Friendship and Brotherhood’ between the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and 
the Kingdom of Yemen (1934) 
The ‘Treaty of Islamic Friendship and Brotherhood’ between the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and the 




Figure ‎3.1.11 The ‘Treaty of Islamic Friendship and Brotherhood’ between the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and 
the Kingdom of Yemen (1934) 
The ‘Treaty of Islamic Friendship and Brotherhood’ between the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and the 




Figure ‎3.1.12 The ‘Treaty of Islamic Friendship and Brotherhood’ between the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and 
the Kingdom of Yemen (1934) 
The ‘Treaty of Islamic Friendship and Brotherhood’ between the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and the 




Figure ‎3.1.13 The ‘Treaty of Islamic Friendship and Brotherhood’ between the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and 
the Kingdom of Yemen (1934) 
The ‘Treaty of Islamic Friendship and Brotherhood’ between the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and the 




Figure ‎3.1.14 The ‘Treaty of Islamic Friendship and Brotherhood’ between the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and 
the Kingdom of Yemen (1934) 
The ‘Treaty of Islamic Friendship and Brotherhood’ between the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and the 




Figure ‎3.1.15 The ‘Treaty of Islamic Friendship and Brotherhood’ between the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and 
the Kingdom of Yemen (1934) 
The ‘Treaty of Islamic Friendship and Brotherhood’ between the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and the 




Figure ‎3.1.16 The ‘Treaty of Islamic Friendship and Brotherhood’ between the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and 
the Kingdom of Yemen (1934) 
The ‘Treaty of Islamic Friendship and Brotherhood’ between the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and the 




Figure ‎3.1.17 The ‘Treaty of Islamic Friendship and Brotherhood’ between the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and 
the Kingdom of Yemen (1934) 
The ‘Treaty of Islamic Friendship and Brotherhood’ between the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and the 




Figure ‎3.1.18 The ‘Treaty of Islamic Friendship and Brotherhood’ between the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and 
the Kingdom of Yemen (1934) 
The ‘Treaty of Islamic Friendship and Brotherhood’ between the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and the 




Figure ‎3.1.19 The ‘Treaty of Islamic Friendship and Brotherhood’ between the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and 
the Kingdom of Yemen (1934) 
The ‘Treaty of Islamic Friendship and Brotherhood’ between the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and the 




Figure ‎3.1.20 The ‘Treaty of Islamic Friendship and Brotherhood’ between the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and 
the Kingdom of Yemen (1934) 
The ‘Treaty of Islamic Friendship and Brotherhood’ between the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and the 




Figure ‎3.1.21 The ‘Treaty of Islamic Friendship and Brotherhood’ between the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and 
the Kingdom of Yemen (1934) 




Figure ‎3.1.22 The ‘Treaty of Islamic Friendship and Brotherhood’ between the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and 
the Kingdom of Yemen (1934) 
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3.2. Ratification of the Taif Treaty  
 
The Taif Treaty was signed by the heads of negotiators from both countries, but the 
exchange of ratifications reportedly took place on 22 June 1934.7 Yemeni acceptance 
of the Taif Treaty was confirmed by telegraphic messages from the Yemeni Foreign 
Minister to Saudi Arabia and some other countries, including Britain.8 This Appendix 
shows a report that Imam Yahya did not sign any ratification instruments, which is 
evident in the copy registered by Saudi Arabia in the United Nations Secretariat. 
Indeed, the Taif Treaty held there is not a physical document that features an official 
seal by leaders of either country, nor are there any ratification instruments. 
Comparison between the ratification of the Sana’a Treaty, concluded in February 
1934, and the Taif Treaty in May of the same year is significant here; most 
importantly because the ratification of the Arabic text of the Sana’a Treaty was 
confirmed by Imam Yahya and his official seal, while the English ratification 
instruments were signed by the Yemeni Foreign Minister, though not the Imam 
himself (see Appendix 4.1).  
                                                          
7 Telegram from the British warship Penzance Al-Hudaydah to Admiralty, 23 June 1934, FO 371/17929, TNA, London. Ryan (BLJ) to the Political Resident, Bushire, 25 June 1934, FO 
371/17929, TNA, London. Ryan (BLJ) to FO, 3 July 1934, FO 371/17929, TNA, London. The Times, 14 June 1934.    
8 Saudi Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Taif to Ryan (BLJ), 19 June 1934, FO 905/6 FO 967/40, TNA, London. Approval of the Taif Treaty by Imam Yahya (See telegram from the Yemeni 
Minister of Foreign affairs to the secretary of States, 19 June 1934, FO 371/17928, TNA, London). 
MoFAS to Ryan (BL, Jeddah), 19 June 1934, FO 371/17929, TNA, London). MoFAS to Ryan (BLJ), 19 June 1934, FO 371/17929, TNA, London. Ryan (BLJ) to FO, 19 June 1934, FO 
371/17928, TNA, London.   




3.2.1. Approval of the Taif Treaty by Imam Yahya 
 
Telegram from the Yemeni Minister of Foreign Affairs to the British Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs, 19 June 1934, FO 371/17928, TNA, London. 
The British Legation Jeddah, 19 June 1934 (Penelope, 1992: p. 469).  




Figure ‎3.2.1. ‎3.2.1 Approval of the Taif Treaty by Imam Yahya 




Figure ‎3.2.1. ‎3.2.2  Approval of the Taif Treaty by Imam Yahya 
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3.2.2. Imam Yahya did not sign a ratification of the Taif Treaty 
  
The British Legation, Jeddah, to the Foreign Office, 18 December 1937 (Penelope, 
1992: p. 325). 
 
Figure ‎3.2.2.1 Imam Yahya did not sign a ratification of the Taif Treaty 
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3.3. Filing in the United Nations Secretariat (2006) 
 
Filling and recording the Taif Treaty with the Secretariat of the United Nations was 
made by Saudi Arabia, unilaterally, on 9 October 2006. This was possibly due to 
unproven claims that the Yemeni copy of the Treaty had been missing. Nonetheless, 
this proves the point made in this thesis that in Yemen, the territorial boundary dispute 
with the Kingdom was unfortunately not appropriately dealt with. For Yemen, despite 
having a much more reasonable argument concerning its territorial claims, this has 
always been ignored. However, the Yemeni reaction has always been to a great extent 
a reactive rather than a well thought-out and carefully considered one. Nevertheless, 
one should not ignore the sensitivity of the issue in Yemen.  
Riyadh issued The Saudi Green Book in April 1934, two months prior to the 
conclusion of the Taif Treaty. The Saudis were keen to inform the world of their point 
of view concerning relations with Yemen, and the territorial issue that had led the two 
neighbouring countries into a short war that year. The Arabic and English version are 
from the Secretariat of the United Nations.  




Figure ‎3.3.1 Filing in the United Nations Secretariat (2006) 
 




3.4. Examples of pan-Arab sentiments during the Saudi-Yemeni 
territorial conflict  
3.4.1. Translation of an extract from ‘Saut-al-Hijaz’ (2 January 1933) 
 
(FO 967/52, TNA, London).  





Figure ‎3.4.1. ‎3.4.1 Translation of an extract from ‘Saut-al-Hijaz’ (2 January 1933) 
 




3.4.2. Translation of an extract from Umm-al-Qura (17 February 1933) 
 
This article was part of a series by this Ḥijāzī newspaper titled ‘On the Path of the 
Arab Unity-Negotiation with the Yemen’ (FO 967/52, TNA, London). 





Figure ‎3.4.2.1 Translation of an extract from Umm-al-Qura (17 February 1933) 





Figure ‎3.4.2.2 Translation of an extract from Umm-al-Qura (17 February 1933) 





Figure ‎3.4.2.3  Translation of an extract from Umm-al-Qura (17 February 1933) 




Figure ‎3.4.2.4  Translation of an extract from Umm-al-Qura (17 February 1933) 
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3.5. Respect for Free Movement 
 
This agreement was reached as part of the Taif Treaty, according to which it was 
agreed upon that the movements of nationals from either country for trade or Hajj 
(pilgrimage) would be respected. It was presented by the Saudis to Yemen’s 
representative as an additional condition prior to finally accepting the Taif Treaty. 
Although it has always been published as part of the Treaty (see FO 141/482, TNA, 
London), this agreement was surprisingly not annexed to the treaty submitted to the 
United Nations’ Secretariat for the filling and recording of the Taif Treaty. This was 
possibly because the filling with the United Nations Secretariat was made solely by 
Saudi Arabia on 9 October 2006. 




Figure ‎3.5.1 Respect for Free Movement 




Figure ‎3.5.2  Respect for Free Movement 
 




3.6. Convention on Arbitration (annexed to the Taif Treaty) 
 
Figure 3.6.1 Convention on Arbitration (annexed to the Taif Treaty) 
 




Figure 3.6.2. Convention on Arbitration (annexed to the Taif Treaty) 




Figure 3.6.3. Convention on Arbitration (annexed to the Taif Treaty) 




Figure 3.6.4. Convention on Arbitration (annexed to the Taif Treaty) 
 




3.7. The Committees’ Reports (annexed to the Taif Treaty) 
 
The committee in Tihāmah (which reported in three stages) consisted of a Saudi team 
that included9: Abdulla Almohammed Bin Aqeel (Chairman), Muhammad Al-
Suleiman Bin Turki, and Abdulla Kadhi; as well as a Yemeni team, comprising: 
Abdulla Bin Othman (Chairman), Muhammad Bin Kassim Najmuldeen and 
Muhammad Bin Dhaif Allah Bin Ghathya9. 
The Committee in the mountains consisted of a Saudi team composed of: Abdul 
Wahab Bin Muhammad Abu Milha (Chairman), Abdul Aziz Bin Abdul Rahman 
Althamiri, Ibrahim Zain Alabedeen, Duliam Abu La’atha, Husain Bin Mustafa and 
Talat Wafa; as well as a Yemeni team composed of: Muhammad Bin Hassan 
Alwadi’ee, Head of Saqeen (Chairman), Ismail Bin Hasan, Wali of Hamdan, Abdulla 
Bin Mana, Ruler of Sahar, and Abdulla Alghabiri. The text is available in the United 
Nations’ Secretariat.   
                                                          
9 Umm-al-Qura, 22 November 1935, Op. cit. ‘Jeddah Report for November 1935’, 1 January 1936, Op. cit. ‘Jeddah Report for December 1935’, 2 January 1936, Op. cit.    





Figure ‎3.7.1 The Committees’ Reports (annexed to the Taif Treaty) 
  





Figure ‎3.7.2 Committees’ Reports (annexed to the Taif Treaty) 





Figure ‎3.7.3 Committees’ Reports (annexed to the Taif Treaty) 





Figure ‎3.7.4 Committees’ Reports (annexed to the Taif Treaty) 





Figure ‎3.7.5 Committees’ Reports (annexed to the Taif Treaty) 





Figure ‎3.7.6 Committees’ Reports (annexed to the Taif Treaty) 





Figure ‎3.7.7 Committees’ Reports (annexed to the Taif Treaty) 





Figure ‎3.7.8 Committees’ Reports (annexed to the Taif Treaty) 





Figure ‎3.7.9 Committees’ Reports (annexed to the Taif Treaty) 





Figure ‎3.7.10 Committees’ Reports (annexed to the Taif Treaty) 





Figure ‎3.7.11 The Committees’ Reports (annexed to the Taif Treaty) 
 





Figure ‎3.7.12 Committees’ Reports (annexed to the Taif Treaty) 





Figure ‎3.7.13 Committees’ Reports (annexed to the Taif Treaty) 





Figure ‎3.7.14 Committees’ Reports (annexed to the Taif Treaty) 





Figure ‎3.7.15 Committees’ Reports (annexed to the Taif Treaty) 





Figure ‎3.7.16 Committees’ Reports (annexed to the Taif Treaty) 





Figure ‎3.7.17 Committees’ Reports (annexed to the Taif Treaty) 





Figure ‎3.7.18 Committees’ Reports (annexed to the Taif Treaty) 





Figure ‎3.7.19 Committees’ Reports (annexed to the Taif Treaty) 





Figure ‎3.7.20 Committees’ Reports (annexed to the Taif Treaty) 





Figure ‎3.7.21 Committees’ Reports (annexed to the Taif Treaty) 





Figure ‎3.7.22 Committees’ Reports (annexed to the Taif Treaty) 





Figure ‎3.7.23 Committees’ Reports (annexed to the Taif Treaty) 





Figure ‎3.7.24 Committees’ Reports (annexed to the Taif Treaty) 





Figure ‎3.7.25 Committees’ Reports (annexed to the Taif Treaty) 





Figure ‎3.7.26 Committees’ Reports (annexed to the Taif Treaty) 





Figure ‎3.7.27 Committees’ Reports (annexed to the Taif Treaty) 





Figure ‎3.7.28 Committees’ Reports (annexed to the Taif Treaty) 





Figure ‎3.7.29 Committees’ Reports (annexed to the Taif Treaty) 





Figure ‎3.7.30 Committees’ Reports (annexed to the Taif Treaty) 





Figure ‎3.7.31 Committees’ Reports (annexed to the Taif Treaty) 





Figure ‎3.7.32 Committees’ Reports (annexed to the Taif Treaty) 





Figure ‎3.7.33 Committees’ Reports (annexed to the Taif Treaty) 





Figure ‎3.7.34 Committees’ Reports (annexed to the Taif Treaty) 





Figure ‎3.7.35 Committees’ Reports (annexed to the Taif Treaty) 





Figure ‎3.7.36 Committees’ Reports (annexed to the Taif Treaty) 





Figure ‎3.7.37 Committees’ Reports (annexed to the Taif Treaty) 





Figure ‎3.7.38 Committees’ Reports (annexed to the Taif Treaty) 





Figure ‎3.7.39 Committees’ Reports (annexed to the Taif Treaty) 




Figure ‎3.7.40 Committees’ Reports (annexed to the Taif Treaty) 
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3.8. Renewal of the Taif Treaty in 1953 
3.8.1. Communiqué announcing the renewal  
M. B. Jacomb, British Minister (Ta‘izz) to Anthony Eden, Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs, 25 March 1953 (FO 371/104532, TNA, London).  




Figure 3.8.1.1 Communiqué announcing the renewal 




Figure 3.8.1.2 Communiqué announcing the renewal 
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3.8.2. Communiqué published in Yemen  
In Sana'a newspaper, the only Yemeni official newspaper at the time, 31 March 1953.  
 
Figure ‎3.8.2.1 Communiqué published in Yemen 
 




3.8.3. Communiqué of the renewal, published in Saudi Arabia 
 
In Al-Bīllād as Su’udiyah, on 19 March 1953 and Umm-al-Qura on 20 March 1953 
(G. C. Pelham, British, British Ambassador, Jeddah to Anthony Eden, Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs, 1 April 1953) (FO 371/104532, TNA, London). 




Figure ‎3.8.3.1 Communiqué published in Yemen 




Figure ‎3.8.3.2 Communiqué published in Yemen 




Figure ‎3.8.3.3 Communiqué published in Yemen 
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3.9. Al-Hajri Communiqué, Riyadh (17 March 1973) 
3.9.1. The Arabic text of the Communiqué  
(Al-Jahāni, 1994: pp. 369-371). 




Figure ‎3.9.1.1 The Arabic text of the Communiqué 




Figure ‎3.9.1.2 The Arabic text of the Communiqué 




Figure ‎3.9.1.3 The Arabic text of the Communiqué 
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3.9.2. The BBC Report 
(Schofield, 1992: Vol.20.p. 719).  




Figure ‎3.9.2.1 The BBC Report 




Figure ‎3.9.2.2 The BBC Report 
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4.1. The Anglo-Yemeni Treaty (10 February 1934) 
The Anglo-Yemeni Treaty, known as the ‘Sana’a Treaty‘, was signed in Sana’a on 10 
February 1934. The ratification instruments were exchanged in Sana’a on 4 September 
1934. The Arabic text is available at The National Archive, London (FO 94 1261). The 
English text is at the Foreign and Commonwealth Office, London (Treaty Series No. 
34, 1934).     




Figure ‎4.1.1 The Anglo-Yemeni Treaty (10 February 1934) 




Figure ‎4.1.2 The Anglo-Yemeni Treaty (10 February 1934) 




Figure ‎4.1.3 The Anglo-Yemeni Treaty (10 February 1934) 




Figure ‎4.1.4 The Anglo-Yemeni Treaty (10 February 1934) 




Figure ‎4.1.5 The Anglo-Yemeni Treaty (10 February 1934) 
 




Figure ‎4.1.6 The Anglo-Yemeni Treaty (10 February 1934) 




Figure ‎4.1.7 The Anglo-Yemeni Treaty (10 February 1934) 




Figure ‎4.1.8 The Anglo-Yemeni Treaty (10 February 1934) 




Figure ‎4.1.9 The Anglo-Yemeni Treaty (10 February 1934) 




Figure ‎4.1.10 The Anglo-Yemeni Treaty (10 February 1934) 




Figure ‎4.1.11 The Anglo-Yemeni Treaty (10 February 1934) 




Figure ‎4.1.12 The Anglo-Yemeni Treaty (10 February 1934) 
 




4.2. Will of Sultan Awadh bin Omar bin Awadh Al-Qu‘aiti 
This was probably written in January 1899 (CO 725/42/8, TNA, London).  





Figure ‎4.2.1 Will of Sultan Awadh bin Omar bin Awadh Al-Qu‘aiti 
 





Figure ‎4.2.2 Will of Sultan Awadh bin Omar bin Awadh Al-Qu‘aiti 





Figure ‎4.2.3 Will of Sultan Awadh bin Omar bin Awadh Al-Qu‘aiti 





Figure ‎4.2.4 Will of Sultan Awadh bin Omar bin Awadh Al-Qu‘aiti 





Figure ‎4.2.5 Will of Sultan Awadh bin Omar bin Awadh Al-Qu‘aiti 





Figure ‎4.2.6 Will of Sultan Awadh bin Omar bin Awadh Al-Qu‘aiti 





Figure ‎4.2.7 Will of Sultan Awadh bin Omar bin Awadh Al-Qu‘aiti 
 




4.3. Treaty with the Sultan of Shiḥer and Al-Mukallā (13 August 
1937) 
  
This is the Treaty between His Majesty’s Government in the United Kingdom and His 
Highness the Sultan of Shiher [Shiḥer] and Mukalla [Al-Mukallā], 13 August 1937. 
By this agreement the Sultan of Al-Mukallā finally agreed to conclude a treaty with 
Britain, accepted a British resident and sacrificed his independence. Such a change in 
the Sultan’s position was linked to his intention to safeguard the succession of his son 
to the throne and also for securing a loan. London was aware that such development 
was problematic and this would be the case as noticed among diplomatic 
correspondences following the conclusion of the treaty of august 1937 (CO 725/42/8, 
TNA, London). 




Figure 4.3.1 Treaty with the Sultan of Shiḥer and Al-Mukallā (13 August 1937) 
 




Figure 4.3.2 Treaty with the Sultan of Shiḥer and Al-Mukallā (13 August 1937) 
 




4.4. Despatch to Secretary of State for the Colonies, 18 August 
1937. 
Despatch from the Sir Bernard Reilly, Governor of Aden to W.G.A. Ormsby Gore, the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies, 18 August 1937 (CO 725/42/8, TNA, London).  





Figure ‎4.4.1 Despatch to Secretary of State for the Colonies, 18 August 1937 





Figure ‎4.4.2 Despatch to Secretary of State for the Colonies, 18 August 1937 





Figure ‎4.4.3 Despatch to Secretary of State for the Colonies, 18 August 1937 




Figure ‎4.4.4 Despatch to Secretary of State for the Colonies, 18 August 1937 
 




4.5. Public notice distributed by the Sultan of Al-Mukallā, 
August 1937.  
 
(CO 725/42/8, TNA, London).  





Figure ‎4.5.1 Public notice distributed by the Sultan of Al-Mukallā, August 1937. 




Figure ‎4.5.2 Public notice distributed by the Sultan of Al-Mukallā, August 1937. 
 




4.6. Public notice distributed by the Governor of Aden (August 
1937) 
 
(CO 725/42/8, TNA, London).  





Figure ‎4.6.1 Public notice distributed by the Governor of Aden (August 1937) 




4.7. Reconstituting the Qu‘aiti-Kathiri Agreement of 1918 
(February 1939) 
 
(FO 371/23178, TNA, London).   





Figure ‎4.7.1 Reconstituting the Qu‘aiti-Kathiri Agreement of 1918 (February 1939) 





Figure ‎4.7.2 Reconstituting the Qu‘aiti-Kathiri Agreement of 1918 (February 1939) 





Figure ‎4.7.3 Reconstituting the Qu‘aiti-Kathiri Agreement of 1918 (February 1939) 





Figure ‎4.7.4 Reconstituting the Qu‘aiti-Kathiri Agreement of 1918 (February 1939) 




Figure ‎4.7.5 Reconstituting the Qu‘aiti-Kathiri Agreement of 1918 (February 1939) 
 




4.8. Treaty with the Kathiri Sultan of Seiyun (2 March 1939) 
Treaty between His Majesty’s Government in the United Kingdom of Great Britain 
and Northern Island and the Kathiri Sultan of Seiyun, Aden, 2 March 1939 (FO 
371/23178, TNA, London). 





Figure ‎4.8.1 Treaty with the Kathiri Sultan of Seiyun (2 March 1939) 





Figure ‎4.8.2 Treaty with the Kathiri Sultan of Seiyun (2 March 1939) 




4.9. Agreement with the chiefs of the Al-Musellem Al-Sāi‘ar 
(1937) 
 
This agreement was concluded between the Government of the United Kingdom and 
the chief of the Al-Musellem Al-Sāi‘ar on 13 December 1937 (FO 371/23178, TNA, 
London).  





Figure ‎4.9.1 Agreement with the chiefs of the Al-Musellem Al-Sāi‘ar (1937) 
 





Figure ‎4.9.2 Agreement with the chiefs of the Al-Musellem Al-Sāi‘ar (1937) 
 




4.10. Agreement with the chiefs of the Ḥatims of the Sāiʻars (1938) 
 
This agreement was concluded between the Government of the United Kingdom and 
the chiefs of the Ḥatims of the Sāi‘ars on 5 March 1938 (FO 371/23178, TNA, 
London).  





Figure ‎4.10.1 Agreement with the chiefs of the Ḥatims of the Sāiʻars (1938) 





Figure ‎4.10.2 Agreement with the chiefs of the Ḥatims of the Sāiʻars (1938) 





Figure ‎4.10.3 Agreement with the chiefs of the Ḥatims of the Sāiʻars (1938) 
 




4.11. Despatch to the Secretary of State for the Colonies (9 May 
1938) 
 
Despatch from Sir Bernard Reilly, Governor of Aden to W.G.A. Ormsby Gore, the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies (The GA to the CS, 9 May 1938, CO 725/59/18, 
TNA, London).  





Figure ‎4.11.1 Despatch to the Secretary of State for the Colonies (9 May 1938) 
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4.12. Anglo-Yemeni Relations: the 1950s  
4.12.1. The Anglo-Yemeni Modus Vivendi (20 January 1951) 
 
The Anglo-Yemeni Modus Vivendi, reached in London on 20 January 1951, though 
intended to signal the beginning of a new era in Anglo-Yemeni relations, crucially 
represented a change in the Yemeni position concerning the territorial issue, despite 
the absence of significant developments. For London, this agreement was of 
significance and was regarded as an agreement defining the disputed areas.10 The 
understanding prevalent at the Foreign Office was that the agreement, “despite the 
vagueness of the wording, maybe was regarded as recognition that a de facto boundary 
existed”.11 The text is available at the Foreign and Commonwealth Office, London, 
Treaty Series No. 42 (1952). 
                                                          
10 See ‘Minutes of Meeting between the Yemeni Minister to London Mr. Hassan Ibrahim and Mr Fry from 
the FO’, 18 February 1954, FO 371/109976, TNA, London. 
11 See Cabinet Memorandum, the ‘Legal position of Her Majesty’s Government in the Aden Protectorate’, 14 
April 1958, CAB 129/92, TNA, London.   
 




Figure ‎4.12.1.1 The Anglo-Yemeni Modus Vivendi (20 January 1951) 




Figure ‎4.12.1.2 The Anglo-Yemeni Modus Vivendi (20 January 1951) 




Figure ‎4.12.1.3 The Anglo-Yemeni Modus Vivendi (20 January 1951) 




Figure ‎4.12.1.4 The Anglo-Yemeni Modus Vivendi (20 January 1951) 




Figure ‎4.12.1.5 The Anglo-Yemeni Modus Vivendi (20 January 1951) 




Figure ‎4.12.1.6 The Anglo-Yemeni Modus Vivendi (20 January 1951) 




Figure ‎4.12.1.7 The Anglo-Yemeni Modus Vivendi (20 January 1951) 
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4.12.2. On British Policy towards Yemen 
 
Despatch ‘on the British Policy towards Yemen’ from Anthony Eden (later Sir 
Anthony Eden (1954) and Earl of Avon) to Mr Jacomb (Sana’a), 8 December 1951. 
The text is available in (Gökay, 2005: Vol.5. pp. 75-77).  




Figure ‎4.12.2.1 On British Policy towards Yemen 




Figure ‎4.12.2.2 On British Policy towards Yemen 




Figure ‎4.12.2.3 On British Policy towards Yemen 
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5.1. International Border Treaty between the Republic of Yemen 
and the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia (the ‘Jeddah Treaty’ and 
its appendices) 
The Jeddah Treaty was signed on behalf of the Yemeni Government by the Deputy 
Prime Minister and Minister of Planning and Development, Abdul-Kader Ba-Jamal. It 
was ratified by the Yemeni Parliament in an exchange of ratifications. 
International Border Treaty between the Republic of Yemen and the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia (the 




Figure ‎5.1.1 International Border Treaty between the Republic of Yemen and the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia 
(the ‘Jeddh Treaty’ and its appendices) 
International Border Treaty between the Republic of Yemen and the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia (the 




Figure ‎5.1.2 International Border Treaty between the Republic of Yemen and the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia 
International Border Treaty between the Republic of Yemen and the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia (the 




Figure ‎5.1.3 International Border Treaty between the Republic of Yemen and the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia 
International Border Treaty between the Republic of Yemen and the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia (the 




Figure ‎5.1.4 International Border Treaty between the Republic of Yemen and the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia 
International Border Treaty between the Republic of Yemen and the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia (the 




Figure ‎5.1.5 International Border Treaty between the Republic of Yemen and the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia 
International Border Treaty between the Republic of Yemen and the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia (the 




Figure ‎5.1.6 International Border Treaty between the Republic of Yemen and the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia 
International Border Treaty between the Republic of Yemen and the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia (the 




Figure ‎5.1.7 International Border Treaty between the Republic of Yemen and the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia 
International Border Treaty between the Republic of Yemen and the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia (the 




Figure ‎5.1.8 International Border Treaty between the Republic of Yemen and the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia 
International Border Treaty between the Republic of Yemen and the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia (the 




Figure ‎5.1.9 International Border Treaty between the Republic of Yemen and the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia 
International Border Treaty between the Republic of Yemen and the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia (the 




Figure ‎5.1.10 International Border Treaty between the Republic of Yemen and the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia 
International Border Treaty between the Republic of Yemen and the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia (the 
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5.2. Memorandum of Understanding (26 April 1995) 
 
The MoU was formally accepted by the two governments, and signed by only one 
representative of each country. It was signed on behalf of the Yemeni Government by 
the Deputy Prime Minister and Minister of Planning and Development, Abdul-Kader 
Ba- Jamal. It was however not treated as an international treaty and was consequently 
not ratified by the Yemeni Parliament.  
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5.3. Daham Tribe Rejects the Jeddah Border Treaty and 
Threatens Demarcation Companies 
This statement, issued by the Dahm Al-Ḥamraa tribe, affirms that the tribe would not 
allow any demarcation company to work on its land according to the Jeddah border 
treaty signed between Yemen and Saudi Arabia in 2000.  
Here is a summary of the statement:  
“We are awaiting a just solution to the issue of our land and tribal borders as 
illustrated by the documents beforehand, a copy of which has been handed to the 
President, which includes: verdicts by the Sheriff of Nijran In 1027 and 1130 
Hijirah, a verdict by the Sheriff of Mecca Abdulqader bin Abdulhameed in 1182, 
etc. and other documents. After we have notified the leadership of Saudi Arabia 
about our legal and ancestral right to our land that we inherited from our 
grandfathers 400 years ago, we were totally surprised to hear about the company 
assigned to demarcate the borders. Despite our appeal to the leadership of the two 
countries to seriously consider our problem we have been ignored and neglected. 
Therefore, we find ourselves forced to forbid any company from working on our 
land. At the same time we trust that there are still opportunities for those who are 
determined to solve the problem before the aforementioned company starts its 
activities”.  
For and on behalf of Sheikhs and tribesmen of Daham Al-Ḥamraa Tribe  
Yahya b. Abdullah Al-Shayef (Yemen Times, 18- April 2001). 






Figure ‎5.3.1  Daham Tribe Rejects the Jeddah Border Treaty and Threatens Demarcation Companies 
Examples of the media coverage of the establishment of a group of activities called ‘The Asir 




6.1. Examples of the media coverage of the establishment of a 
group of activities called ‘The Asir Movement’, Sana (June 
and July 2012) 
Unlike the years since June 2000, 2012 was completely different. Several groups of 
Yemeni activists and lawyers announced the establishment of what they called the 
‘Asir Movement’ and the ‘Yemeni Organisation for the Restoration of Sovereignty’ 
(siadah). It defines its aims as the liberation the Yemeni territories from Saudi Arabian 
occupation and to enhance Yemeni domestic awareness of their rights to the territories 
under Saudi occupation as a prelude to the establishment of civil and public rejection 
of both the Taif and Jeddah Treaties.  
The inflammation of the situation in 2012 is certainly linked to the uncertainty 
regarding the Saudi position towards the revolt against President Saleh that erupted in 
2011, and which culminated in him being forced to step down from power by the end 
of that year. This was despite the fact that Saudi Arabia and the GCC countries played 
a significant role in precipitating Saleh’s departure, including in their GCC initiative 
and its operational mechanism (based upon which President Ali Abdullah Saleh 
transferred his authorities to Abd-Rabbu Mansour Hadi, the Vice President). Despite 
the importance of the Saudi role and support during such a difficult time the territorial 
issue resurfaced onto the political arena.  
These developments, however, prove the argument advanced in this thesis that the 
Saudi-Yemeni dilemma is more than just a boundary dispute. Significantly, Saudi 
Arabia was blamed because the developments in June and July 2012 had coincided 
with the publication of reports detailing (by Al-Ahali newspaper) the amounts the 
Saudis had been spending through ‘The Special Office for Yemen Affairs’. It is 
alleged that the list of names receiving such a regular payment comprises important 
politicians in Yemen, including the former President Ali Abdullah Saleh and the sons 
of Sheikh Al-Ahmer, as well as many others.  
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Nevertheless, those who denounced the agreement over the boundary dispute made 
explicit the links between their position on the treaty and their views on a number of 
other matters. For instance, among the issues brought to light in addition to the 
territorial issue was the legality of Saudi Arabia’s building of a barrier along its 
boundary with Yemen. In addition, attention was drawn to reports of Saudi 
mistreatment of Yemeni migrants in the Kingdom.  
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6.2. Minutes of meeting between Prince Muhammed bin Naif, 
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